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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. MCNULTY).

——————

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC, June 6, 2007.

I hereby appoint the Honorable MICHAEL R.
McCNULTY to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

———

PRAYER

The Reverend Zane Fishel, Temple
Baptist Church, Mount Airy, North
Carolina, offered the following prayer:

Our Great and Almighty Father, we
thank You for the blessings of this day
and the opportunity that we have to
make a difference in our world.

I pray that Your all-knowing wisdom
be granted to each person responsible
for the decisions that govern this great
Nation. May Your divine leadership be
followed as they seek Your paths.

Give Your grace to these Representa-
tives in the face of opposition and Your
courage to enable them to stand for
truth and right.

We know the issues that face this
country are complex and some are
seemingly unresolvable. But we look to
You for wisdom, knowledge and guid-
ance to assist the men and women with
this awesome responsibility.

Make America a stronger Nation by
using these individuals to make Godly
decisions. God bless our President, our
Representatives, and God bless our
troops and pour out Your richest bless-
ings on America.

We ask this in the name of our Eter-
nal Lord and Savior, Jesus Christ.
Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

——
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. BRADY)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. BRADY of Texas led the Pledge
of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

————————

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate agreed to the following
resolution.
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In the Senate of the United States, June 5,
2007.

Whereas, Senator Craig Thomas had a long
and honorable history of public service, serv-
ing in the United States Marine Corps, the
Wyoming State Legislature, the United
States House of Representatives, and the
United States Senate;

Whereas, Senator Craig Thomas rep-
resented the people of Wyoming with honor
and distinction for over 20 years;

Whereas, Senator Craig Thomas was first
elected to the United States House of Rep-
resentatives in 1989;

Whereas, Senator Craig Thomas was subse-
quently elected 3 times to the United States
Senate by record margins of more than 70
percent; and

Whereas, Senator Craig Thomas’s life and
career were marked by the best of his West-
ern values: hard work, plain speaking, com-
mon sense, courage, and integrity: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the United States Senate
has heard with profound sorrow and deep re-

gret the announcement of the death of the
Honorable Craig Thomas, a Senator from the
State of Wyoming;

Resolved, That the Senate mourns the loss
of one of its most esteemed members, Sen-
ator Craig Thomas, and expresses its condo-
lences to the people of Wyoming and to his
wife, Susan, and his 4 children;

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate
shall communicate this resolution to the
House of Representatives and transmit an
enrolled copy thereof to the family of Sen-
ator Craig Thomas; and

Resolved, That when the Senate adjourns
today, it shall stand adjourned as a further
mark of respect to the memory of Senator
Craig Thomas.

MOMENT OF SILENCE IN MEMORY
OF SENATOR CRAIG THOMAS
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
House will rise and observe a moment
of silence in memory of Senator Craig
Thomas.

WELCOMING THE REVEREND ZANE
FISHEL

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to honor the Reverend Zane Fishel,
who is the House of Representatives’
guest chaplain today.

Reverend Fishel comes to us from
Pilot Mountain and Mount Airy, North
Carolina, where he shepherds the flock
at Temple Baptist Church. Reverend
Fishel has faithfully served in the min-
istry of Temple Baptist since 1997 and
he became the full-time youth minister
in 1999 after sensing a call to serve God
in the local church.

With the passing of Temple Baptist’s
pastor in 2003, Reverend Fishel took up
his current role as the church’s pastor,
where he is devoted to spreading the
good news to his congregation and
community.

Under his leadership, the church
body at Temple Baptist Church in
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Mount Airy has thrived. He has worked
tirelessly to increase the outreach and
effectiveness of Temple Baptist in the
local community. He has shown a re-
markable commitment to educating
leaders in the local church so that
many within the church can use their
God-given gifts.

I am very bpleased that Reverend
Fishel joined us today to open the
House of Representatives with such an
inspiring prayer. He is a model of serv-
ice to God, country and community;
and he plays a vital spiritual role in
Surry County, North Carolina. I am
proud to welcome him to the people’s
house.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain up to 15 1-minute
speeches on each side.

——————

PAYCHECK FAIRNESS ACT

(Ms. DELAURO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of every working
woman who faces pay discrimination in
the workforce and call on the House to
pass the Paycheck Fairness Act. Last
week, the Supreme Court ruled 54 to
limit the ability of women and other
employees to sue their employers for
pay discrimination under title VII. The
court decided that a victim of pay dis-
parity should be able to document a
discriminatory difference in pay within
a mere 6 months, despite the typical of-
fice secrecy over income.

The Supreme Court is essentially
rolling back efforts to ensure equal
pay. When women still earn only 77
percent of what men earn, this ruling
leaves these individuals with no re-
course or remedy.

The Paycheck Fairness Act will help
women confront discrimination in the
workplace and give teeth to the Equal
Pay Act by prohibiting employers from
retaliating against employees who
share salary information with their co-
workers; allowing women to sue for pu-
nitive damages and recovery of back
pay; and create a new program to help
strengthen the negotiation skills of
girls and women.

Mr. Speaker, next Sunday, we com-
memorate 44 years since John F. Ken-
nedy signed the Equal Pay Act and
still equal pay is not a fact of life for
American women. It is time to value
the work that women do in our society.
Let’s pass the Paycheck Fairness Act.

———

HOUSTON’S PASSPORT CRISIS

(Mr. BRADY of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
my message today is to our State De-
partment in Houston. We have a prob-
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lem, a serious passport problem that
reached a crisis stage. We have families
who applied in February for their pass-
ports that have not received them yet.
We have wives that can’t meet their
soldier husbands on leave from Iraq.
We have families who aren’t able to go
to experimental surgery out of this
country, families leaving for the last
time before college together who are
simply denied the opportunity to trav-
el.

Our passport offices are over-
whelmed. Our people wait in line for
hours, if not days, getting there at 4
o’clock in the morning. We appreciate
the 20 additional staff the State De-
partment sent. They are overwhelmed.
We appreciate the 1-800 number. It is a
middle man and causing more prob-
lems.

We need more staff. We need more in-
formation call lines manned 24/7. We
need more resources. It is wrong. As
our constituents tell us, they feel like
they are in a third-world country. We
think they deserve better treatment
than that; and this deserves immediate
attention, immediate, absolute action
by the State Department.

———

PAY DISCRIMINATION

(Mrs. MALONEY of New York asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute.)

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Mr.
Speaker, last week, the Supreme Court
dealt a serious blow to women pursuing
pay discrimination claims.

For the majority of her 20-year ca-
reer, Lilly Ledbetter was paid less than
her male counterparts, including those
with less seniority for doing the exact
same work. By her own calculations,
she was now being shortchanged by
about $15,000 annually.

Her experience is, unfortunately, a
common one. In the Supreme Court de-
cision, Ledbetter versus Goodyear Tire,
the Court ruled that she had missed
her window of opportunity to file a
claim covering the many years of dis-
crimination she faced.

We need to close this loophole by
making every pay period a new infrac-
tion. This way, employees can chal-
lenge unfair practices that persist over
time but don’t come to light for years
later.

Inequality still exists. It is our job to
fix it.

0 1010

FIX THE LEAK OR BUY MORE
BUCKETS

(Mr. POE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, when Hurri-
cane Rita hit southeast Texas, a pine
tree fell on our house and caused a leak
in the roof. The water came into the
house, and I couldn’t put enough buck-
ets under the leak to catch all that
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water. I didn’t really know what to do.
Eventually it dawned on me, I had to
go up on the roof and fix the leak or
water would have continued to fill all
those buckets and more. The ‘‘grand
bargain’ immigration plan is really a
plan to buy more buckets for the big
leak on our border.

The government is missing the obvi-
ous. Until we fix the leak, we can never
deal with all of the water from the
leak. Until Uncle Sam enforces border
security, we cannot solve the problem
with the illegals already here.

The so-called immigration reform
bill deals with the wrong issue first. It
legalizes the illegals while inad-
equately securing the border. Secure
the border and then come up with a
plan that is not amnesty in dealing
with the people here illegally. Other-
wise, we will keep buying more buckets
and the real problem will never be
solved.

And that’s just the way it is.

————

FOOD AND FARM BILL OF RIGHTS

(Mr. BLUMENAUER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker,
Congress is in the process of updating
the Nation’s agricultural policy for the
first time since 2002 to see if it can
serve the interests of all America’s
farmers and ranchers. This is more
than a farm bill, it is a food bill as
well. Everyone who eats is affected by
our food and farm policy.

Michael Pollan explained how the
farm bill is the reason that a package
of Twinkies, which contains 39 complex
ingredients, costs less than a bunch of
carrots straight from the farm. The
farm bill should serve all Americans,
not just a few special interests.

Today, 70 percent of the payments go
to the richest 10 percent of the farmers,
while 60 percent of America’s farmers
and ranchers get no support whatso-
ever.

It is time for a food and farm bill of
rights that provides a comprehensive
guide to reform the farm bill. We must
move beyond the policies that were
written for the Depression or the 1950s
to one designed for the world we live in
today; and, more important, the world
we want to live in tomorrow.

———

RISING ENERGY COSTS

(Mrs. BLACKBURN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise to speak about the need for this
Congress to address the rising energy
costs across America. Gas prices are
continuing to rise, and our energy
needs across our country continue to
increase. The American people expect
us to do something about this, to solve
the problem.

Yet the liberal leadership of this Con-
gress is missing in action. Instead of
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coming forward with a real plan to
solve our energy problems, they are
preparing to recreate the energy crisis
of the late 1970s. Are the American peo-
ple really ready for long lines, ration-
ing, and higher prices?

The policies of the 1970s should have
been a wake-up call for us. But instead
of instituting a plan for American en-
ergy independence back then, we just
kicked that can a little further down
the road.

So today, my GOP colleagues and I
will unveil a multi-tiered plan that fo-
cuses on innovative ways to create new
American sources of power through
conservation exploration and cutting-
edge technologies. We will act to fill
the need.

——————

PASS EMBRYONIC STEM CELL
RESEARCH

(Mr. COHEN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, there are
many issues that face America that are
of great importance, from the Iraq War
to global warming. These global issues
must be dealt with, but we have lacked
the leadership in this administration
to make the world proud of America
and see us as a leader on such issues.

On Wednesday, this House will vote
on an embryonic stem cell research bill
sent from the Senate which the Presi-
dent has threatened to veto. I don’t
think there is a more important bill
that this House could pass and send to
the President and for the President to
sign than embryonic stem cell re-
search.

Mr. Speaker, if you or anybody in
your family has Parkinson’s disease,
Alzheimer’s disease, spinal cord injury,
cancer, stroke, burns, heart disease, di-
abetes, osteoarthritis or rheumatoid
arthritis, you could have relief and pos-
sibly a cure for that illness because of
embryonic stem cell research. America
could reestablish itself as a country
that has the best scientific research
and provides the world with hope for
cures for these catastrophic illnesses.

Last night in the Republican debate,
one of the candidates said we need to
find a cure for cancer. He’s right, and
the way to do it is through embryonic
stem cell research. I urge this House to
pass the bill, and I urge the President
to have the courage to do the right
thing and be pro-life and extend life for
people on this planet.

———
BODY ARMOR FOR TROOPS

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, today the House Armed Serv-
ices Committee will examine the issue
of body armor for our troops in com-
bat. Fortunately, before going into re-
cess for Memorial Day, Congress passed
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a critical war funding bill that will
allow the military to purchase body
armor and other equipment for our
men and women in uniform.

I was grateful to visit with our troops
during the break in Iraq and Afghani-
stan. Everywhere we went, the troops
thanked us for passing the legislation
to provide for their being fully
equipped.

Our soldiers are fighting the terror-
ists overseas so we do not have to face
them again in the streets of America.
We are protecting American families in
stopping al Qaeda’s threat to our Na-
tion.

On the 63rd anniversary of D-day, we
appreciate the new greatest genera-
tion. I am pleased Congress passed and
President Bush signed a bill that will
provide our military with the tools it
needs without handcuffing our com-
manders on the battlefield.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September 11.

———

PAY DISCRIMINATION MUST BE
CORRECTED

(Mrs. CAPPS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I voice my
deep disappointment with the recent
Supreme Court decision in Ledbetter v.
Goodyear Tires.

Women, on average, are paid less
than their male counterparts. For
women of color, the pay is much less.
Unless you can look me in the eye and
say that women are less intelligent,
less capable than their male counter-
parts in the same fields, the most glar-
ing explanation for this discrepancy is
discrimination.

We have made great strides in work-
ing to equalize wages for all Americans
regardless of gender, race or age. But
the decision last week to limit a work-
er’s available recourse in the face of
discrimination is a setback to all of
our civil rights, and reminds us of how
far we still have to go.

Now we must mobilize. To fix this
disparity, we must move forward and
correct the law so this misinterpreta-
tion will never occur again. I urge my
colleagues to support a legislative rem-
edy to preserve a worker’s right to be
compensated for discrimination.

——
ELECTRONIC HEALTH RECORDS

(Mr. BOUSTANY asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Speaker, during
my career as a heart surgeon, I saw too
many patients who were trapped in a
paper-based system that leads to dupli-
cative tests and avoidable medical er-
rors.

Despite the advancement of innova-
tive health information technology,
America’s health care system remains
trapped in the 20th century. The need
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for health IT became even more appar-
ent during Hurricanes Katrina and
Rita, when I saw displaced patients
present themselves in makeshift clin-
ics with little or no medical history to
guide their health providers.

To date, only 24 percent of Louisiana
physicians have converted their offices
to electronic health records because
many are unwilling or unable to handle
the cost.

I will soon introduce a bill to create
a demonstration project through the
Department of Health and Human
Services to provide financial incentives
to providers and health information ex-
change networks to encourage the
adoption and use of interactive per-
sonal health records.

Health IT will greatly improve the
quality of information and care that
patients receive, but Congress should
do more to encourage physicians to
transfer to a paperless system.

——————

PAY EQUALITY

(Ms. SOLIS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, today I rise
to voice my strong disapproval of the
Supreme Court’s decision last week
that effectively endorsed pay discrimi-
nation against women.

Pay equity is a problem for women
around the country, but especially for
women of color, women who look like
me. On average, African American
women earn only 64 cents for every dol-
lar and Latinas earn only 52 cents on
the dollar compared to their white
male counterparts.

We need to protect the rights of
workers, to remedy wage discrimina-
tion, and do more to close the pay gap
between men and women. That is why
I cosponsored the Paycheck Fairness
Act, which would give teeth to the
Equal Pay Act. The Paycheck Fairness
Act would entitle the plaintiffs to
backpay, compensatory, and punitive
damages for ‘‘intentional” wage dis-
crimination.

Without serious penalties for wage
discrimination, violations will con-
tinue and working men and women and
their families will suffer.

We can and must fix the Equal Pay
Act so workers all around can be fairly
compensated for wage discrimination,
and we must pass the Paycheck Fair-
ness Act to close the wage gap.

——

0 1020
SAMEH KHOUZAM

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
on behalf of Mr. Sameh Khouzam. In
1998, Mr. Khouzam fled Egypt to the
United States to escape persecution
and torture at the hands of the Egyp-
tian officials. Mr. Khouzam currently
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works in my district and by all ac-
counts is an upstanding, contributing
member of the community.

In 2004, our courts gave him protec-
tion because they believed, ‘‘it is more
likely than not” that he would be tor-
tured should he return to Egypt. Even
our State Department reports outline
extensive torture in Egypt. Having per-
sonally heard stories of individuals
who have suffered torture by Egyptian
authorities, I firmly believe that the
court has been right to prevent his de-
portation.

U.S. officials are now prepared to ig-
nore the court’s decision and deport
Khouzam based on nothing more than
“‘assurances’ of no torture from known
torturers.

Mr. Speaker, a former CIA officer
stated this week on an Australian news
program that sending someone like
Khouzam back to Egypt is ‘‘tanta-
mount to condemning them to death.”

Our government has the ability to
prevent his torture. Do not deport Mr.
Khouzam.

———

CAPITOL HILL OCEANS WEEK

(Mr. FARR asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in recognition of Capitol Hill Oceans
Week. The President has declared June
as Oceans Month, and this Friday will
be an international celebration of
Oceans Day.

Why do we need to pay attention to
the oceans? Well, the oceans are dying,
and the earth is dependent upon them.
We are dumping everything we don’t
want into the ocean and extracting
every living thing we can to eat.

We’ve created commissions by Con-
gress and by private trust of the best
talent in America to advise Congress
on what we should do, and they rec-
ommended national ocean governance
policies, new policies that can be
adopted by this Congress.

I've introduced that bill, H.R. 21, and
as National Oceans Week, Day and
Month, I'd like to ask all my col-
leagues to seriously consider cospon-
soring H.R. 21. It provides solutions to
the problems of the earth.

———
MARKING THE ANNIVERSARY OF
D-DAY
(Mrs. BACHMANN asked and was

given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. BACHMANN. Mr. Speaker,
today, June 6, marks the anniversary
of D-day, the invasion of Normandy. It
marks one of the most selfless acts of
humanitarian love known in the his-
tory of mankind. It exemplifies a Na-
tion’s willingness to lay down our lives
and to expend our treasure to free a
people from brutal oppressors.

Today, Mr. Speaker, America re-
mains the greatest Nation on earth,
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and we have our American soldiers to
thank for securing our safety, for se-
curing our freedom.

To those who marched to a near cer-
tain death that morning on a French
sandy shoreline, we pay you tribute.
We can never repay the price that you
paid for our freedom, but we will never
forget that cost that you paid.

There is no greater love than this but
that we lay down our lives for our
friends.

———

GITMO

(Mr. MORAN of Virginia asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Speak-
er, on Monday, military judges dis-
missed the cases against the only two
men to have been charged with a crime
still being held at Guantanamo Bay.
This legal impasse creates an impera-
tive for Congress to address the legal
black hole that we have created at
Guantanamo.

There have been almost 800 people
sent to Guantanamo. There are 385 left;
and, of those 385, only 80 will be
charged and tried with a crime. Now,
that means that 90 percent will not
even be charged and tried, but it will
take more than a decade even to try
those 80 people, given the island’s re-
mote location. In fact, there’s only one
courtroom there.

Mr. Speaker, every day that we keep
Guantanamo open, we damage our
credibility and we lose ground in the
global war on terror. Congress has an
opportunity to change this wrong-
headed policy, and we can do so by
shutting the facility down and trans-
ferring the detainees to the U.S. mili-
tary brig system. There they will still
be under lock and key but also have
the right to a fair and speedy trial.

The United States is a country that
should stand for justice and be gov-
erned by the rule of law. Our policy
should reflect our values. Guantanamo
does not.

———

STEM CELL RESEARCH
ENHANCEMENT ACT OF 2007

(Mr. KLEIN of Florida asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to support the Stem Cell Re-
search Enhancement Act of 2007.

Stem cell research has the capability
to cure our most common and perva-
sive diseases and conditions. From Alz-
heimer’s to Parkinson’s disease, cancer
to juvenile diabetes, the potential of
stem cell research presents one of hu-
manity’s greatest leaps toward the ul-
timate goal of preserving, prolonging
and improving life.

As a member of the Florida State
Senate for 10 years, leading efforts to
utilize and fund embryonic stem cell
research was not just a priority of
mine, it was a mission.
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A large part of my passion and drive
toward funding stem cell research is
driven by people like Adam Susser, a
young boy from the town I reside in,
Boca Raton. Adam was asphyxiated at
birth and, as a result, is cortically
blind with quadriplegic cerebral palsy.

It is driven by Matthew Romer, a
young boy in south Florida who died
from a fatal genetic disease, despite
both parents being told they did not
carry the gene.

Both Adam and Matthew suffer from
illnesses that stem cell research could
find cures for.

Today, I encourage my friends in
Congress to support the Stem Cell Re-
search Enhancement Act. The passage
of this Act is vitally important to the
millions of Americans who suffer today
from incurable disease and to the mil-
lions of Americans who will suffer from
incurable diseases in the future.

————

PAYCHECK FAIRNESS ACT

(Mr. HARE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, according to
the National Committee on Pay Eq-
uity, working women stand to lose
$250,000 over the course of their careers
because of unequal pay practices.
While women’s wages and educational
achievements have been rising, there’s
still a sizeable gender wage gap. This is
a national disgrace.

Unfortunately, last week’s Supreme
Court decision, Ledbetter v. Goodyear,
does little to achieve fairness for
American workers. In a narrow 54 de-
cision, the Supreme Court threw out
the case, not just because she wasn’t
being discriminated against but be-
cause she filed her claim too late.

This interpretation, which has been
rejected by eight Federal appeals
courts and the EEOC, fails to realize
that employees are discriminated
against every time they receive a dis-
criminatory paycheck.

Congress needs to step in and stand
up for ordinary people without delay.
We should move quickly to pass Con-
gresswoman DELAURO’s Paycheck Pro-
tection Act that would provide rem-
edies to women facing pay discrimina-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, I don’t want to live in
an America where my daughter earns
less than my son for doing the same
job.

e —

U.S. ATTORNEYS

(Mr. PASCRELL asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, the
Supreme Court, the judicial branch of
our government, has ruled that the
President of the United States is not
above the law, even during time of war.

The Attorney General’s office within
the executive branch of government is
undermining the entire judicial sys-
tem. Over 400 U.S. attorneys have been
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confirmed over the last 20 years. Three
have been fired for political partisan-
ship during that time.

However, in the last 9 months, nine
have been fired because they didn’t bow
to the partisan pressures of the execu-
tive branch of government. The Attor-
ney General has allowed these nine
U.S. attorneys names to be trashed in
the public.

This is worse than Watergate. There
is reason to believe that a cover-up oc-
curred, and that will be worse than the
dirty deed. How did each of these get
on the list in the first place? And out
of the original 30, how did you get off
the list? What did you have to do to be
removed from that list, Mr. Attorney
General?

This is not the moral high ground. No
one is above the law.

——
0 1030

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The Speaker pro tempore. Members
are reminded to address their remarks
to the Chair.

———————

PERMITTING  OFFICIAL PHOTO-
GRAPHS OF HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES TO BE TAKEN
WHILE HOUSE IS IN SESSION

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I offer a resolution (H. Res.
460) and ask unanimous consent for its
immediate consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 460

Resolved, That on such date as the Speaker
of the House of Representatives may des-
ignate, official photographs of the House
may be taken while the House is in actual
session. Payment for the costs associated
with taking, preparing, and distributing such
photographs may be made from the applica-
ble accounts of the House of Representatives.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

AUTHORIZING TRANSFERS FROM
SENATE GIFT SHOP REVOLVING
FUND

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
take from the Speaker’s table the Sen-
ate bill (S. 15637) to authorize the trans-
fer of certain funds from the Senate
Gift Shop Revolving Fund to the Sen-
ate Employee Child Care Center, and
ask for its immediate consideration in
the House.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.
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The Clerk read the Senate bill, as fol-
lows:
S. 15637

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. TRANSFERS FROM SENATE GIFT
SHOP REVOLVING FUND.

Section 2(c) of Public Law 102-392 (2 U.S.C.
121d(c)) is amended by adding at the end the
following:

‘“(3) The Secretary of the Senate may
transfer from the fund to the Senate Em-
ployee Child Care Center proceeds from the
sale of holiday ornaments by the Senate Gift
Shop for the purpose of funding necessary ac-
tivities and expenses of the Center, including
scholarships, educational supplies, and
equipment.”.

The Senate bill was ordered to be
read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

REPORT ON HOUSE RESOLUTION
459, DISMISSING ELECTION CON-
TEST RELATING TO OFFICE OF
REPRESENTATIVE FROM 21ST
CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT OF
FLORIDA

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, from
the Committee on House Administra-
tion, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 110-175) on the resolution (H.
Res. 459) dismissing the election con-
test relating to the office of Represent-
ative from the Twenty-first Congres-
sional District of Florida, which was
referred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed.

———

REPORT ON HOUSE RESOLUTION
461, DISMISSING ELECTION CON-
TEST RELATING TO OFFICE OF
REPRESENTATIVE FROM 24TH
CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT OF
FLORIDA

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, from
the Committee on House Administra-
tion, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 110-176) on the resolution (H.
Res. 461) dismissing the election con-
test relating to the office of Represent-
ative from the Twenty-fourth Congres-
sional District of Florida, which was
referred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed.

———

REPORT ON HOUSE RESOLUTION
462, DISMISSING ELECTION CON-
TEST RELATING TO OFFICE OF
REPRESENTATIVE FROM
FOURTH CONGRESSIONAL DIS-
TRICT OF LOUISIANA

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, from
the Committee on House Administra-
tion, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 110-177) on the resolution (H.
Res. 462) dismissing the election con-
test relating to the office of Represent-
ative from the Fourth Congressional
District of Louisiana, which was re-
ferred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed.
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REPORT ON HOUSE RESOLUTION
463, DISMISSING ELECTION CON-
TEST RELATING TO OFFICE OF
REPRESENTATIVE FROM FIFTH
CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT OF
FLORIDA

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, from
the Committee on House Administra-
tion, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 110-178) on the resolution (H.
Res. 463) dismissing the election con-
test relating to the office of Represent-
ative from the Fifth Congressional Dis-
trict of Florida, which was referred to
the House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote is objected to under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken later today.

———

NATIONAL STEM SCHOLARSHIP
DATABASE ACT

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1051) to direct the Secretary of
Education to establish and maintain a
public website through which individ-
uals may find a complete database of
available scholarships, fellowships, and
other programs of financial assistance
in the study of science, technology, en-
gineering, and mathematics, as amend-
ed.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1051

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘National
STEM Scholarship Database Act’.

SEC. 2. NATIONAL DATABASE ON FINANCIAL AS-
SISTANCE FOR STUDY OF SCIENCE,
TECHNOLOGY, ENGINEERING, AND
MATHEMATICS.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT AND MAINTENANCE OF
DATABASE.—

(1) DATABASE.—The Secretary of Education
shall establish and maintain, on the public
website of the Department of Education, a
database consisting of information on schol-
arships, fellowships, and other programs of
financial assistance available from public
and private sources for the study of science,
technology, engineering, or mathematics at
the post-secondary and post-baccalaureate
levels.

(2) PRESENTATION OF INFORMATION.—The in-
formation maintained on the database estab-
lished under this section shall be displayed
on the website in the following manner:

(A) Separate information shall be provided
for each of the fields of study referred to in
paragraph (1) and for post-secondary and
post-baccalaureate programs of financial as-
sistance.

(B) The database shall provide specific in-
formation on any programs of financial as-
sistance which are targeted to individuals of
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a particular gender, ethnicity, or other de-
mographic group.

(C) If the sponsor of any program of finan-
cial assistance included on the database
maintains a public website, the database
shall provide hyperlinks to the website.

(D) In addition to providing the hyperlink
to the website of a sponsor of a program of
financial assistance as required under sub-
paragraph (C), the database shall provide
general information that an interested per-
son may use to contact the sponsor, includ-
ing the sponsor’s electronic mail address.

(E) The database shall have a search capa-
bility which permits an individual to search
for information on the basis of each category
of the information provided and on the basis
of combinations of categories of the informa-
tion provided, including whether the scholar-
ship is need- or merit-based and by relevant
academic majors.

(F) The database shall include a rec-
ommendation that students and families
should carefully review all of the application
requirements prior to applying for aid, and a
disclaimer that the scholarships presented in
the database are not provided or endorsed by
the Department of Education or the Federal
Government.

(b) DISSEMINATION OF INFORMATION ON
DATABASE.—The Secretary shall take such
actions as may be necessary on an ongoing
basis, including sending notices to secondary
schools and institutions of higher education,
to disseminate information on the database
established and maintained under this Act
and to encourage its use by interested par-
ties.

(c) USE OF VENDOR TO OBTAIN INFORMA-
TION.—In carrying out this Act, the Sec-
retary of Education shall enter into a con-
tract with a private entity under which the
entity shall furnish and regularly update all
of the information required to be maintained
on the database established under this sec-
tion.

(d) ENCOURAGING THE PROVISION OF INFOR-
MATION.—In carrying out this Act, the Sec-
retary of Education and the contracted enti-
ty shall consult with public and private
sources of scholarships and make easily
available a process for such entities to pro-
vide regular and updated information.

SEC. 3. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

There are authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this Act such sums as may be nec-
essary for fiscal years 2008 through 2012.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. HOLT) and the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. PRICE) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I request
that there be 5 legislative days during
which Members may insert material
relevant to H.R. 1050 into the RECORD,
and I ask unanimous consent that
Members be allowed to revise and ex-
tend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey?

There was no objection.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I will be brief. This is
an important piece of all of the work
that we have to do to improve our
science, engineering, technology and
mathematics capability here in the
United States. Specifically, this bill es-
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tablishes a complete database of all
available scholarships from public and
private sources, fellowships, and other
programs of financial assistance for the
study of science, technology, engineer-
ing and mathematics.

The Act, specifically known as the
National STEM Scholarship Database
Act, directs the Secretary of Education
to establish and maintain a public Web
site through which individuals may
find a complete database of available
scholarships, fellowships and financial
assistance.

The Secretary of Education will also,
under this legislation, disseminate in-
formation about the database to sec-
ondary schools and to colleges and uni-
versities, institutions of higher edu-
cation. It will serve as a one-stop shop
for financial aid information for those
who want to study in the STEM fields.

Now, it may be surprising to my col-
leagues that this doesn’t already exist.
But it does not. Although there are
many things that we need to do to im-
prove science and math teaching in ele-
mentary and secondary schools and in
higher education, and encourage stu-
dents toward science and technology
fields, this is one important thing we
can accomplish today.

We all know that higher education is
expensive. In fact, many students are
deterred from studying these impor-
tant fields because of the cost.

Yet, at the same time, some of the
opportunities for financial assistance
go unused, and, students, however mo-
tivated they may be, often don’t know
where to start to look for financial as-
sistance. Certainly in high school,
school counselors are overloaded with
typically 400 students each, and as a
college student is trying to decide on a
major and a specific field of engineer-
ing, for example, it’s hard to know
where to turn for financial assistance.

This simple straightforward database
available through a Web site will
greatly, I think, facilitate the stu-
dent’s ability to go into these STEM
fields. It will serve all students at all
levels as they are thinking about going
into college, as they are thinking
about choosing a major in college, as
they are thinking about going to grad-
uate school, as they are thinking about
whether or not to teach in a science or
engineering or mathematics area.

This is an important and straight-
forward piece of legislation that will
assist our nation’s students in studying
science and math, and will assist our
country in our efforts to be more com-
petitive internationally.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
1051, which is a bill to establish a pub-
lic Web site through which individuals
may find a database of available schol-
arships and fellowships and other pro-
grams of financial assistance for the
study of science and technology and
engineering and math.
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Before I begin, I just want to com-
mend the gentleman from New Jersey
for introducing this piece of legislation
and for his leadership in this area. I
also want to commend the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. EHLERS) for his
leadership, as well as Mrs. MCMORRIS
RODGERS, Mrs. BIGGERT and others for
their support of this bill itself.

I am a strong proponent, strong pro-
ponent of STEM education programs.
Anything that Congress can do to
strengthen interest in these fields is
wholeheartedly welcome.

As a physician, I understand and ap-
preciate the challenge that our Nation
has in maintaining its preeminence in
these fields. Encouraging our best and
brightest and interested young people
to choose this field of study is a posi-
tive step, and I believe this bill is a
step in that direction.

As we continue to discuss new ideas
for the reauthorization of the Higher
Education Act, it’s important that we
develop proposals that will ensure stu-
dents are informed about their options
for financial aid, both from the Federal
Government and from the private sec-
tor. In fact, the House has already
taken one step in that direction, in-
cluded in H.R. 890, the Student Loan
Sunshine Act, which passed last
month, was a proposal that was offered
by Representative KELLER, that would
make it easier for students to get in-
formation on their options for Federal
financial aid.

This proposal would launch a single
Web site for opportunities for financial
aid in fellowships and scholarships
being offered by any agency within the
Federal Government.

This bill simply takes this idea one
step further by making sure that infor-
mation about scholarships and fellow-
ships and other forms of private finan-
cial aid is readily available to students
interested in pursuing their opportuni-
ties in education and science, tech-
nology, engineering and math. As we
continue to examine proposals to in-
crease America’s competitiveness, it’s
helpful for us to equip students inter-
ested in pursuing careers in these fields
with the information that they need
that might assist them in financing
their education.

For these reasons and others, I re-
spectfully ask my colleagues to sup-
port H.R. 1051.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

[ 1040

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I thank Mr.
PRICE, who is an original cosponsor of
this legislation, along with many oth-
ers from the Education Committee,
from the Science Committee, and from
elsewhere here in Congress.

And, with that, I am pleased to yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from
Texas, my colleague on the committee
on Education and Labor, Mr. HINOJOSA.

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in strong support of H.R. 1051, the Na-
tional STEM Scholarship Database
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Act. I would like to commend the work
of my good friend and colleague from
New Jersey, Congressman RUSH Holt,
for bringing this bill forward and for
all of his efforts to ensure that our Na-
tion stays at the forefront of the STEM
fields. I share his commitment to mo-
bilizing our resources at all levels to
expand the pool of opportunities in
these career fields that are critical to
our future security and prosperity.

It is no secret that we are losing our
competitive edge in producing experts
in science, technology, math and engi-
neering. Of the 42 countries that grant-
ed more than 20,000 university degrees
in 2002, the United States is in the bot-
tom quartile in the ratio of STEM col-
lege degrees awarded.

Our pool of future STEM profes-
sionals can be found in our public
schools in America. The 2007 ‘“‘Condi-
tion of Education’” reminds us that a
growing percentage of these students
are minorities, with a growing percent-
age from low-income families. These
are the students that will rely on col-
lege scholarships and college financial
aid to achieve the dream of a college
education.

The National STEM Scholarship
Database will be an invaluable tool to
help our young people to find the re-
sources they need to finance college
education in the STEM fields.

As the chairman of the Sub-
committee on Higher Education, I be-
lieve this legislation will also under-
score that a STEM career is possible,
an essential message for our young
people to hear.

This is a real service to our young
people and to our Nation. I thank the
gentleman from New Jersey for his ef-
forts, and urge all my colleagues to
support this legislation.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
at this time I'd like to yield 5 minutes
to the gentleman from Michigan, who
has been pivotal in this area, in this
field, Mr. EHLERS.

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of the National STEM Scholar-
ship Database Act, H.R. 1051. I thank
my friend and fellow physicist, Con-
gressman RUSH HOLT, for introducing
this important legislation; and I am
pleased to be a cosponsor of this excel-
lent bill.

For several years, Congressman HOLT
and I have worked tirelessly to im-
prove our Nation’s math and science
education. It has been wonderful to
have a Member from the other party
sharing my concern about the quality
of math and science education in this
country and the limited number of
young people who are pursuing math
and science-related degrees. In fact,
I'm very pleased that Representative
HorLT and 115 other Members have
joined the STEM Education Caucus
that I founded in 2004.

Of course, I'm sure by now everyone
knows that STEM stands for science,
technology, engineering and mathe-
matics. It’s very important to make
that clear, because tomorrow we’ll be
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debating a few stem-cell issue bills on
the floor, and this bill has nothing to
do with that.

This year, an estimated 111,000 stu-
dents in Michigan will graduate from
high school and may face the pricey
but critical investment in their future
known as paying college tuition and
fees. In Michigan, the average cost of
tuition fees is about $6,200 per year at
a 4-year public university and $13,250 at
a 4-year private university, according
to the Chronicles of Higher Education.

Unfortunately, data have shown that
some students do not attend college or
graduate school because they think
they cannot afford it. According to the
National Center for Education Statis-
tics, science and engineering students
who had taken out loans as under-
graduates were more likely to indicate
a cost-related reason for not applying
to graduate school, compared to stu-
dents who had never borrowed funds.

Unbeknownst to some students, sig-
nificant financial aid resources are
available. The Federal Government
alone provided about $80 billion in stu-
dent financial aid this fiscal year, with
States providing almost $8 billion in
additional financial aid. Also, the pri-
vate sector provides significant finan-
cial aid resources.

The National STEM Scholarship
Database Act will provide students
with better information about avail-
able financial aid resources related to
the STEM fields. It simply establishes
a database to be accessed on the U.S.
Department of Education’s Website. 1
am very hopeful that this database will
link students with available financial
aid resources, and I particularly hope
this will encourage more students to
enter STEM-related careers by enter-
ing graduate schools related to the
STEM fields.

This is an excellent bill, and I urge
my colleagues to support it.

I again thank Congressman HOLT for
his work on improving STEM edu-
cation and urge all of our colleagues to
support this bill.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from Michigan for his sup-
port and also for pointing out that this
has nothing to do with pleuropotent
stem cells but has to do with what is
generally known as STEM education,
science, technology, engineering and
mathematics education.

Mr. Speaker, I'm now pleased to yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Illi-
nois, my colleague on the Education
Committee, Mr. HARE, who under-
stands that financial assistance is nec-
essary for nearly two-thirds of under-
graduates and most graduate students,
and anything we can do to help them
take advantage of available financial
aid will improve their lives and our so-
ciety. Mr. HARE.

Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, I come to
the floor today as a cosponsor and a
very strong supporter of H.R. 1051, the
National STEM Scholarship Database
Act. T want to commend my friend,
Congressman RUSH Holt, with whom I
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serve on the Education and Labor Com-
mittee, for introducing this vital piece
of legislation.

America’s global competitiveness
will increasingly depend on our ability
to attract more of our best and bright-
est students into technological careers.

Sadly, the U.S. is growing reliant on
foreign talents to fulfill its science and
engineering workforce needs. Accord-
ing to the National Science Founda-
tion, 25 percent of all college-educated
professionals in science and engineer-
ing occupations in the United States
are foreign born.

The National STEM Scholarship
Database addresses this problem by di-
recting the Secretary of Education to
establish a database on the Depart-
ment’s Web site with information on fi-
nancial assistance for postsecondary
and graduate programs in science,
technology, engineering and mathe-
matics. This important database will
help capable students who are inter-
ested in STEM careers find scholar-
ships to support their studies.

We all know the cost of higher edu-
cation is very expensive. In fact, two-
thirds of undergraduate students are
on some form of financial aid. There-
fore, identifying funding opportunities
is critical to the recruitment of aspir-
ing STEM students.

H.R. 1051 is endorsed by all sectors of
the technological workforce, and I urge
my colleagues to help the U.S. stay
globally competitive by voting for this
bill.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
I'm now pleased to yield 2 minutes to
my good friend from Illinois (Mr. MAN-
ZULLO) who’s been a leader in this field
as well.

Mr. MANZULLO. Mr. Speaker, the
science and technology and math edu-
cation fields, they are inseparable, tre-
mendous assets to our economic
strength and national security. These
disciplines are critical to ensuring our
global competitiveness, and the de-
mand for knowledge-based jobs is grow-
ing.

From 1994 to 2003, the proportion of
the work force working in STEM fields
jumped from 17 percent to 23 percent.
Furthermore, if trends in manufac-
turing continue, over 40 percent of fac-
tory jobs will require postsecondary
education by 2012.

0 1050

I spend at least half of my time in
Congress working on manufacturing
issues, one of the founders of the manu-
facturing caucus, and serve as co-chair-
man, along with Congressman TIM
RYAN from the State of Ohio, and this
is obviously a bipartisan effort in order
to encourage more education of people
who will be qualified to play a more
meaningful role in the field of manu-
facturing.

The skyrocketing cost of college edu-
cation have made access to this type of
education more and more difficult for
many of our brightest students. This
bill seeks to correct the problem. It
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creates a web portal of public and pri-
vate science, technology, math edu-
cation scholarships, loans, and grants
that are available. And the database
would be searchable by field of study,
demographics, and level of study. By
placing all of these scholarships in one
easily accessible location, H.R. 1051
greatly increases the chances that our
students will be able to pursue these
valuable opportunities.

It is not without coincidence this bill
comes up 3 to 4 weeks after the missed
reauthorization wherein we set aside a
certain amount of money to complete
the huge web portal that would replace
what agencies are doing in manufac-
turing and what programs are avail-
able. So this fits very tidily into that
program, and I would encourage that
the House adopt it.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I am now
pleased to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from New York, my col-
league on the Committee on Education
and Labor (Mrs. MCCARTHY), who also
understands the importance of this leg-
islation to individual students as well
as to our economy at large.

Mrs. McCARTHY of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for
yielding, and I would like to thank my
colleague from the Education Com-
mittee, Congressman HoLT, for bring-
ing this measure to the floor.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H.R. 1051, the Science, Technology,
Engineering, and Mathematics Schol-
arship Database Act. This legislation
will help students become more com-
petitive in science and math and allow
them to find the scholarship that is
right for them.

Mr. Speaker, in the audience today
we have many young students. This is
the future of this country. And we have
to do everything that we can to en-
courage our young people to go into
the sciences, math, and engineering.
Last year the Education Committee
went to China and we spoke with many
students there and the minister of edu-
cation. And their effort, and certainly
on what they are pushing their young
people to do, is to go into the math and
sciences.

This country has an obligation to
give our young people the ability to
compete in the future. This kind of leg-
islation is going to help in so many
ways as far as our country on our econ-
omy. But more than that, our young
people deserve this opportunity.

When you think back to the 1960s
when we were looking at the moon and
having programs that were putting us
into space, those were kids’ dreams. We
need to reunite that dream, to have
people understand that engineering and
math is exciting. The last several years
Mr. HoLT and Mr. EHLERS have been
talking about science and math in our
committee; so it is right that at this
time we are pushing to encourage our
young people, saying if these are the
careers that you want to go into, we
are going to help you between a private
partnership and certainly with the gov-
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ernment’s helping. This is a great piece
of legislation. We should be seeing
more and more of this. This is only the
beginning.

And I have to say last week I had a
field hearing back in my district, and
the issue had to do with gangs. And we
had testimony from all the experts.
But even those young people that had
gotten into gangs, all they were asking
for were opportunities to better them-
selves. This young fellow did go back
to college. He did start studying
science and math, and now he is reach-
ing out. Education is the most impor-
tant thing that we can do for our
young people and for this country.

So, again, I thank my colleague Mr.
HoLT for bringing this, and I encourage
certainly all of my colleagues to sup-
port this legislation H.R. 1051. This is
only the beginning. We must do more
things like this.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair would remind all Members to re-
frain from references to persons in the
gallery.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I
simply want to close and commend
once again my good friend Mr. HOLT for
introducing this legislation and for
moving this forward.

I think the discussion that we have
had has been good. I think that the
breadth of individuals that have signed
on as cosponsors to this legislation, as
well as the diversity of the background
of those Members who have come to
the floor today to speak on behalf of
this legislation, give testimony to the
importance of moving forward and hav-
ing this kind of information available.

So I urge my colleagues to support
H.R. 1051.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time.

As I said earlier, it may come as a
surprise to my colleagues that this sin-
gle database where any student who
might be interested in science, tech-
nology, engineering, or mathematics
could go might, they might be sur-
prised that it doesn’t already exist. In
fact, it doesn’t.

This is straightforward legislation
that will make it easier for students to
pursue a line of study or one of a num-
ber of lines of study that are critically
important not only for their personal
development, but for our economy and
our society, our international competi-
tiveness, indeed, the future of our
country.

This is only one piece of the many
things that we need to do that you
have heard from other speakers about
this morning. It is a straightforward,
simple thing that we can do, that is
not expensive. If we could, through this
inexpensive method, encourage eight
or ten or twelve more students to go
into science, that would be wonderful.
Instead, I expect we will get hundreds,
if not thousands, who will find their
way into these critical fields because of
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the existence of a database that gives
them a place to start as they look to
their future.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I urge the
passage of H.R. 1051, as amended.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
in strong support of the National STEM Schol-
arship Database Act. In a time of global eco-
nomic and scientific competition, we must en-
sure that our brightest young people have the
resources to pursue careers in science, tech-
nology, engineering, and math.

When students graduate from American uni-
versities with undergraduate degrees, they
graduate with on average, $20,000 in debt.
This undergraduate debt is a significant factor
in a student’s decision to pursue graduate
school. And among science and engineering
students, those who had debt from their un-
dergraduate education were more likely to say
they could not afford graduate school.

We cannot afford to limit the potential of
these students, or those who find the cost of
even an undergraduate education prohibitive.
We cannot afford to have ambitious students
with interest and aptitude in science or math
or engineering shut out of our colleges. We
need Americans with advanced degrees in the
STEM fields to propel our Nation forward in
discovery and innovation.

This bill makes it easier for students to find
scholarships and grants to finance their edu-
cations. It does not require a significant invest-
ment from the Federal Government—although
| believe we should make the investment in
more Federal loans in the future. It simply cre-
ates a central location where students can
learn about their options.

This is a common sense way to help stu-
dents pursue careers in science, technology,
engineering, and math. It is a simple, low-cost
part of our competitiveness agenda, and |
urge my colleagues to vote for it today.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
HoLT) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 1051, as amend-
ed.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

FIRST HIGHER EDUCATION
EXTENSION ACT OF 2007

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 25659) to temporarily extend the
programs under the Higher Education
Act of 1965, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 2559

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘First Higher
Education Extension Act of 2007,

SEC. 2. EXTENSION OF PROGRAMS.

Section 2(a) of the Higher Education Ex-
tension Act of 2005 (P.L. 109-81; 20 U.S.C. 1001
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note) is amended by striking ‘‘June 30, 2007’
and inserting ‘“‘October 31, 2007.
SEC. 3. RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.

Nothing in this Act, or in the Higher Edu-
cation Extension Act of 2005 as amended by
this Act, shall be construed to limit or oth-
erwise alter the authorizations of appropria-
tions for, or the durations of, programs con-
tained in the amendments made by the High-
er Education Reconciliation Act of 2005 (P.L.
109-171) to the provisions of the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 and the Taxpayer-Teacher
Protection Act of 2004.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. HINOJOSA) and the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. PRICE) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent for 5 legislative
days during which Members may insert
material relevant to H.R. 25659 into the
RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

(Mr. HINOJOSA asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in strong report of H.R. 2559, a bill to
extend the Higher Education Act
through October 31, 2007.

This bill is very straightforward. It
simply extends the current programs
authorized under the Higher Education
Act until October 31, 2007, giving us the
time to fully consider and complete the
reauthorization act.

I would like to thank Congressman
MCKEON, the ranking member of the
full committee, and Congressman RIC
KELLER, the ranking member of the
Subcommittee on Higher Education,
Lifelong Learning and Competitive-
ness, for joining Chairman GEORGE
MILLER and me in bringing this non-
controversial extension to the floor in
a bipartisan manner.

I urge all of my colleagues to support
this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
25659, which is a measure to extend pro-
grams under the Higher Education Act
that are set to expire at the end of this
month.

I want to thank my committee col-
leagues, Chairman MILLER, Chairman
HINOJOSA, Mr. MCKEON and Mr. KELLER
for their work on this bill, as well as
their consistent efforts on behalf of our
Nation’s college students and their
families.

Bolstering our higher education and
student aid programs has long been a
priority for Congress, regardless of
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which party was in the majority. In the
last Congress, for example, under Re-
publican leadership, we passed a meas-
ure that reduced lender subsidies, in-
creased loan limits for students, and
provided additional resources for stu-
dents studying math, science and crit-
ical foreign languages in college.

Unfortunately, the Senate didn’t act
on the higher education reauthoriza-
tion in the last Congress, so we were
forced to extend programs under the
law last September. In that extension,
we included a number of important
benefits for college students and insti-
tutions of higher education as well. For
example, we reduced red tape and pro-
vided loan forgiveness to spouses and
parents of those who died or became
disabled on September 11.

Mr. Speaker, just last month, the
House continued our work to strength-
en the student aid system by passing
the Student Loan Sunshine Act, bipar-
tisan legislation that will restore con-
fidence in the relationships between
student lenders and colleges and uni-
versities.

Now, as we prepare anew to reauthor-
ize programs under the Higher Edu-
cation Act, we are again faced with the
need to pass an extension of these pro-
grams to bridge this gap. Now, make
no mistake, the measure before us
today is worthy of our support, but, at
the same time, I am hopeful that our
friends on the other side of the Capitol
will renew their commitment to a full
reauthorization. These extensions, now
five of which we’ve had in the last Con-
gress alone, ought to become a thing of
the past.

Mr. Speaker, I look forward to work-
ing with my colleagues on both sides of
the aisle and on both sides of the Cap-
itol in completing our reauthorization
work in the 110th Congress. Just as im-
portantly, I also look forward to work-
ing toward reforms that recognize the
contributions of market-based pro-
grams that have been made on behalf
of millions of students for the last sev-
eral decades. In the meantime, I urge
my colleagues to support this resolu-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, I want
to express my strong commitment, as
chairman of the Higher Education Sub-
committee, that I will work very close-
ly with Congressman PRICE from Geor-
gia and all of the members of our com-
mittee to be able to finish the work
necessary to reauthorize the Higher
Education Act sometime before the end
of this year, hopefully in October.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I
am now pleased to yield to my good
friend and fellow physician, a gen-
tleman from Louisiana who has been a
strong proponent of higher education
in his work on the committee. I yield
the gentleman 3 minutes.

Mr. BOUSTANY. I thank my col-
league.
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Mr. Speaker, it is high time that we
actually get the work done on this. We
really need to get this done perma-
nently, but I rise in support of this ex-
tension so that we can continue to
move the ball forward. It is my hope
that the other body across the Capitol
will move this time around. I know we
are going to do it here in the House.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased that the
House has agreed to include a provision
I offered with subcommittee Chairman
ROB ANDREWS that would limit pro-
jected physician shortages. This was an
amendment to the bill that we had in
the 109th Congress, and it is my under-
standing that it will be included in the
base bill, and I am very pleased.

I hope, also, that Congress will add a
provision that I introduced with Con-
gresswoman MCCARTHY to meet the fu-
ture need of qualified nurses, which is
an area where we have critical short-
ages throughout the country. And so it
is my hope that as we go forward with
this bill on the House side we can in-
troduce this language into the bill or
perhaps amend the bill, if necessary.

Once again, I think it is critical that
we get the job done on this. We did our
work in the 109th Congress. The other
body needs to move forward. We need
to complete our work here so we can
get a good, solid reauthorization bill
that will do justice to our higher edu-
cation system.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman once again for
moving this issue forward. Again, I
look forward to working with him as
we move forward with the Higher Edu-
cation Reauthorization Act. I am con-
fident that we will be able to get it
done in this Congress.

I urge my colleagues to support this
resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. HINOJOSA. I thank Congress-
man PRICE for those closing remarks.
And with that, Mr. Speaker, I ask the
House to pass H.R. 2559.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
HiNoJOsA) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2559.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

HONORING THE MERCURY 13
WOMEN

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus-
pend the rules and agree to the resolu-
tion (H. Res. 421) honoring the trail-
blazing accomplishments of the ‘‘Mer-
cury 13 women, whose efforts in the
early 1960s demonstrated the capabili-
ties of American women to undertake
the human exploration of space.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.
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The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. REs. 421

Honoring the trailblazing accomplish-
ments of the ‘“Mercury 13> women, whose ef-
forts in the early 1960s demonstrated the ca-
pabilities of American women to undertake
the human exploration of space.

Whereas all of the Mercury 13 women were
accomplished pilots with commercial ratings
or better and at least 2,000 hours of flying
time;

Whereas the Mercury 13 women passed the
same rigorous physical and psychological
tests that the original Mercury 7 astronauts
had to undergo;

Whereas the Mercury 13 women success-
fully completed their testing at the Lovelace
Clinic, in Albuquerque, New Mexico by the
end of 1961;

Whereas the Mercury 13 women were pre-
pared to continue their contributions to
America’s space program at the Naval
School of Aviation Medicine in Pensacola,
Florida, by undergoing advanced
aeromedical examinations using jet aircraft
and military equipment, until they were in-
formed that their testing program was can-
celed;

Whereas the Soviet Union flew the first
woman in space in 1963;

Whereas the United States flew the first
American woman in space, Dr. Sally Ride, in
1983;

Whereas the United States flew the first
woman to pilot the Space Shuttle, Lt. Col.
Eileen Collins, in 1995;

Whereas the Mercury 13 women served as
pathfinders for NASA’s female astronauts;
and

Whereas the careers of accomplishment of
the Mercury 13 women can serve as an inspi-
ration for other young women who are con-
sidering pursuing a career in aviation, astro-
nautics, science, or engineering: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) recognizes and honors the contributions
of Myrtle Cagle, Geraldyn ‘‘Jerrie’” Cobb,
Jan Dietrich, Marion Dietrich, Mary Wallace
“Wally” Funk, Jane Briggs Hart, Jean Hix-
son, Gene Nora Stumbough Jessen, Irene
Leverton, Sarah Lee Gorelick Ratley, Ber-
nice Trimble Steadman, Geraldine ‘‘Jerri”’
Sloan Truhill, and Rhea Hurrle Allison
Woltman; and

(2) encourages young women to follow in
the footsteps of the Mercury 13 women and
pursue careers of excellence in aviation and
astronautics, as well as in engineering and
science.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Or-
egon (Mr. WU) and the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. FEENEY) each will control
20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Oregon.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and to include ex-
traneous material on H. Res. 421.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Oregon?

There was no objection.

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor
the trailblazing accomplishments of
the Mercury 13 women, whose efforts in
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the early 1960s demonstrated the capa-
bilities of American women to under-
take the human exploration of space.
The Mercury 13 women were Myrtle
Cagle, Geraldyn ‘‘Jerri” Cobb, Jan
Dietrich, Marion Dietrich, Mary Wal-
lace ‘“Wally”’ Funk, Jane Briggs Hart,
Jean Hixson, Gene Nora Stumbough
Jessen, Irene Leverton, Sarah Lee
Gorelick Ratley, Bernice “Bea”
Trimble Steadman, Geraldine ‘‘Jerri”
Sloan Truhill, and Rhea Hurrle Allison
Woltman.

All of these Mercury 13 women were
accomplished pilots with commercial
ratings or better and at least 2,000
hours of flying time, and they passed
the same rigorous physical and psycho-
logical tests that the original Mercury
7 astronauts underwent. The Mercury
13 women were prepared to continue
their service to America’s space pro-
gram, until they were informed that
their testing program was cancelled.

While the former Soviet Union flew
the first woman in space in 1963, it was
another 20 years before the United
States flew Dr. Sally Ride as the first
American woman in space in 1983.

Mr. Speaker, I seek support for H.
Res. 421 to honor the Mercury 13
women pioneers and to encourage
young women to follow in the footsteps
of the Mercury 13 women in pursuing
careers of excellence in aviation and
astronautics as well as in engineering
and science.

Times do change. I spent a chunk of
my time last week at home during re-
cess handing out space camp scholar-
ships. At every stop, it wasn’t clear
whether the winner was going to be a
boy or a girl; and the enthusiasm for
space seemed to be relatively equal be-
tween the boys and the girls in the
classes where we made such awards.
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In an aside, I would like to welcome
China as a new nation among space-
faring nations. There is an old Chinese
saying, as there always is, that women
hold up half the sky, and this recogni-
tion that American women have been
participating in space long before 1983
is very, very appropriate at this point
in time.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. FEENEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank my
friend from Oregon for his resolution. I
want to rise today in support of House
Resolution 421, which honors the ac-
complishments of the so-called Mer-
cury 13 women whose efforts in the
early 1960s demonstrated the capabili-
ties of American women to undertake
human space exploration.

At a time when there were many
prejudices against women, the
Lovelace Clinic in Albuquerque, New
Mexico, began testing female pilots to
undertake human exploration of space
under the same rigorous, physical and
psychological standards as NASA’s
male astronauts.

June 6, 2007

In 1960, the first of the Mercury 13,
Geraldyn ‘‘Jerrie’” Cobb went to
Lovelace Clinic, and by the end of 1961,
13 women had successfully completed
this rigorous training. Following their
testing program, the 13 women were
prepared to continue their contribu-
tions to America’s space program at
the Naval School of Aviation Medicine
in Pensacola, Florida and undergo ad-
vanced aeromedical examinations
using jet aircraft and military equip-
ment, but their program was canceled.

The careers and accomplishments of
these great American women served as
an inspiration for many other young
women that followed in their careers in
aviation, astronautics, science and en-
gineering.

This resolution recognizes the ac-
complishments of Myrtle Cagle,
Geraldyn ‘‘Jerrie’’ Cobb, Jan Dietrich,
Marion Dietrich, Mary Wallace
“Wally” Funk, Jane Briggs Hart, Jean
Hixson, Gene Nora, Stumbough Jessen,
Irene Leverton, Sarah Lee, Gorelick
Ratley, Bernice Trimble Steadman,
Geraldine ‘‘Jerri” Sloan Truhill, and
Rhea Hurrle Allison Woltman.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support House Resolution 421 and again
thank the gentleman from Oregon.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 min-
utes to the gentleman from Wisconsin,
Dr. KAGEN, and thank him for his lead-
ership in bringing this legislation to
the floor.

Mr. KAGEN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleagues from Oregon and Flor-
ida. I appreciate their support on this
important resolution.

I rise today in support of House Reso-
lution 421, to honor the first American
women to participate in the United
States space program. Known as the
Mercury 13, they were extremely ac-
complished pilots and aviators and
were selected from a pool of women to
become astronauts. Conducted in se-
cret at the Lovelace Clinic in Albu-
querque, New Mexico, they excelled in
the same physical and psychological
tests as the male candidates for astro-
nautic school did, the Mercury 7.

Although many of these women
outshined and outperformed their male
counterparts, they were never allowed
to fly into space. The prejudice of the
day grounded their mission before they
could reach the stars, but it did not
ground their dreams.

In 1961, just before their final phase
of training at the Naval Aviation Cen-
ter in Pensacola, Florida, the Mercury
13 women received notice that the pro-
gram had been canceled. Twenty-two
years later, NASA sent our first Amer-
ican woman into space, Sally Ride.

In these past decades, the
groundbreaking achievements of the
Mercury 13 women have often been
overlooked. Author Martha Ackmann
wrote this about the Mercury 13 and
their quest for flying into space:

‘“While the Mercury 13 did not get
their shot at space—at least not yet—
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they refused to let someone else trim
their dreams. They fought for what
they wanted, what they believed in,
and spoke out against discrimination.”

The Mercury 13 women, as already
stated, were Jerrie Cobb, Gene Nora
Jessen, Wally Funk, Irene Leverton,
Myrtle “K’’ Cagle, Jane Hart, Jerri
Truhill, Rhea Hurrle Woltman, Sarah
Ratley, Bernice ‘B’ Steadman, Jean
Hixson, Jan Dietrich, and Marion
Dietrich.

I had the honor of meeting several of
these very tough and spirited women at
the University of Wisconsin in Oshkosh
in a commencement ceremony, and I
was privileged and honored to present
to the Mercury 13 women an honorary
degree, an honorary doctorate. Today,
I have the extreme privilege to honor
these phenomenal and extraordinary
women on the floor of the TUnited
States House of Representatives.

I urge my colleagues to support this
resolution and their pioneering spirit
that has advanced the rights of women
everywhere. As these Mercury 13
women have demonstrated, the sky is
not the limit.

Mr. FEENEY. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to inform my friend from Oregon
that I have no further speakers and am
prepared to reserve my time until it is
appropriate to close.

Mr. WU. There are no further speak-
ers on this side, either, if the gen-
tleman would care to close.

Mr. FEENEY. Mr. Speaker, again 1
want to thank my colleagues for their
support for the great history of the
Mercury 13. I should say since that
Mercury 13 program, there have been 34
women that have flown aboard the
space shuttle, including four who made
the ultimate sacrifice in the Challenger
and Columbia accidents.

In order to honor such dedication
after the Columbia accident, America
committed to a vision for space explo-
ration that will return Americans to
the Moon. Undoubtedly, several women
will make that journey. I look forward
to that moment when the first Amer-
ican woman steps on the Moon and
shares her experience with the rest of
the world.

This resolution by the gentleman
from Oregon and others recognizes the
first 13 women that helped propel an
entire gender and an entire nation into
space.

With that, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. WU. I thank the gentleman from
Florida.

Mr. Speaker, again, I would like to
recognize the good work of my col-
league from Wisconsin, Dr. KAGEN, for
bringing this legislation to the floor. It
is timely and it is timely recognition
of a space program that includes every-
one from America and now, because of
the international space station and
international space efforts, includes
many people from around the world.

Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to offer
strong support for House Resolution 421, hon-
oring the extraordinary accomplishments and
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courageous journey of the Mercury 13 women.
Though largely unrecognized in history, these
13 female pilots displayed determination, brav-
ery and strength in their quest for space ex-
ploration.

Selected from a large group of women, the
Mercury 13 pilots endured and passed the
same grueling physical and psychological
tests as the Mercury 7 male astronauts. These
women however, were tested not only on their
ability to withstand the toils of space explo-
ration but also on their capacity to overcome
extensive discrimination in both their careers
and personal lives. When championing their
cause, the women were repeatedly told by
government officials that any effort to put a
woman in space was a waste of time and
money. Given this lack of U.S. support,
Valentina Tereshkova, a Russian engineer,
became the first woman in space on June 16,
1963. It would be many years later, in 1983,
that Dr. Sally Ride would become the first
American woman in space.

Although the women of Mercury 13 were
barred from space travel, disappointment did
not lessen their pioneering spirit and quest for
equality. We must follow their lead. Given our
country’s shortcomings in 1963, it is our re-
sponsibility today to ensure that future genera-
tions of women are granted equal opportuni-
ties to follow their dreams.

These courageous women demonstrate that
the sky is not the limit and that as a Nation we
must ensure that all individuals, regardless of
gender, race or ethnicity, are encouraged to
venture into the fields of math, science, tech-
nology and engineering. | believe we must in-
still the spirit of the Mercury 13 into our chil-
dren today, by supporting innovative programs
such as the National Science Foundation that
promote technology in the classroom. By cre-
ating an environment in this country that fos-
ters innovation and growth, we will ensure our
businesses and workforce can stay competi-
tive in the global economy of the 21st century.
From new education technology and better
math and science teachers to train the next
generation of innovators, to the promotion of
new sources of energy and the expansion of
markets for our products, this comprehensive
agenda will create a strong foundation to build
the economy of the future.

Mr. Speaker, | urge my colleagues to cap-
italize on this opportunity to extend an honor
to the women of Mercury 13 and to ensure we
never again allow gender inequality to restrict
our citizens’ ambition and potential.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, | rise today in support of H. Res.
421.

This resolution recognizes the brave “Mer-
cury 13” women who in the early 1960s un-
dertook the human exploration of space.

The members of the “Mercury 13” include
Myrtle Cagle, Geraldyn “Jerrie” Cobb, Jan

Dietrich, Marion Dietrich, Mary Wallace
“Wally” Funk, Jane Briggs Hart, Jean Hixson,
Gene Nora Stumbough Jessen, Irene

Leverton, Sarah Lee Gorelick Ratley, Bernice
Trimble Steadman, Geraldine “Jerri” Sloan
Truhill, and Rhea Hurrle Allison Woltman.

The “Mercury 13” women successfully
passed the same physical and psychological
tests as those of their male counterparts, the
“Mercury 7.”

Just before leaving for the next phase of
training at the Naval Aviation Center in Pensa-
cola, Florida, they were told not to come.
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In 1961, their efforts marked a milestone in
American history and these women paved the
way for those who would follow in their foot-
steps.

The Johnson Space Center in Houston,
Texas has been the leading NASA center for
more than 40 years and continues to encour-
age women to participate in the area of space
exploration.

H. Res. 421 is an important way to help
young women understand the importance of
space and science.

As of today, there have been 34 women in
space, and although this is a great accom-
plishment, there should be more.

It is my hope that this resolution encourages
girls to pursue what they may feel is impos-
sible.

The “Mercury 13” continue to inspire
women of all ages to go above and beyond,
so that they can fulfill their dreams. The sac-
rifices of these women deserve to be honored.

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, | rise today in support of H. Res.
421, a resolution to honor the achievements of
women in space exploration.

In the 1960s, a courageous group of women
challenged themselves, and the stereotypes of
our Nation, to become the First Lady Astro-
naut Trainees.

These women were all accomplished pilots
with a dream to explore the unknown.

Thirteen of these women—*“the Mercury
13”—were chosen to be part of America’s
space team, breaking boundaries with their
passion and determination.

Though the program was discontinued be-
fore these women could actually fly in space,
they paved the way for future female astro-
nauts through their hard work and relentless
efforts.

Finally, NASA got the message and began
recruiting women again, starting with the class
of 1978 astronauts and culminating in the first
American woman in space in 1983.

Without the efforts of the Mercury 13,
women with skills and interest in science and
exploration would have had a much tougher
time breaking through gender barriers.

The Mercury 13 women saw roadblocks as
challenges to overcome.

| hope that all of the young women in my
district and across America may be inspired to
make change by their example.

Mr. Speaker, | urge my colleagues to sup-
port this important resolution.

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. WU)
that the House suspend the rules and
agree to the resolution, H. Res. 421.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

HONORING ASTRONAUT WALTER
MARTY SCHIRRA AND EXPRESS-
ING CONDOLENCES ON HIS PASS-
ING

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus-
pend the rules and agree to the resolu-
tion (H. Res. 446) honoring the life and
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accomplishments of Astronaut Walter
Marty Schirra and expressing condo-
lences on his passing.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 446

Whereas Walter Schirra was born on March
12, 1923, in Hackensack, New Jersey;

Whereas as an exchange pilot with the
154th Fighter Bomber Squadron during the
Korean War, he flew 90 combat missions in
F-84E jets and was credited with downing at
least one MIG fighter;

Whereas on October 3, 1962, Walter Schirra
became the fifth person to fly in space when
he piloted Mercury 8 (Sigma 7) on a six-orbit
mission lasting 9 hours, 13 minutes and 11
seconds;

Whereas on December 15, 1965, Walter
Schirra piloted Gemini 6A in what was the
first attempted rendezvous by two manned
spacecraft in earth orbit;

Whereas on October 11, 1968, he concluded
his third and final mission when he was
launched as commander of Apollo 7, the first
manned Apollo mission, making Commander
Schirra the only astronaut to fly aboard
Mercury, Gemini and Apollo spacecrafts;

Whereas Commander Schirra was the re-
cipient of many distinguished awards, in-
cluding three distinguished flying crosses,
two air medals, two NASA Distinguished
Services Medals and induction into the Na-
tional Aviation Hall of Fame;

Whereas after he retired to San Diego in
1984, Wally dedicated much of his later years
to working with children on connecting
them to the amazing possibilities that a ca-
reer on space exploration could provide, and
as a tireless advocate for discovery, Wally
was an inspirational figure for countless San
Diegans; and

Whereas Commander Schirra was an exem-
plary resident of the State of California
where he resided in La Jolla until the time
of his death on May 2, 2007: Now, therefore,
be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) honors the life and accomplishments of
Astronaut Walter Marty Schirra and ex-
presses condolences on his passing; and

(2) recognizes the profound importance of
Astronaut Schirra’s record as a pioneer in
space exploration and long-time contributor
to NASA’s mission as a catalyst to space ex-
ploration and scientific advancement in the
United States.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Or-
egon (Mr. WU) and the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. FEENEY) each will control
20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Oregon.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members have 5
legislative days to revise and extend
their remarks and to include extra-
neous material on H. Res. 446, the reso-
lution now under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Oregon?

There was no objection.

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor
the life and accomplishments of one of
our heroes of the American space pro-
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gram, astronaut Walter Schirra, known
as Wally Schirra. In his 84 years, span-
ning 1923 to 2007, Captain Schirra took
great risks on behalf of his country, in-
cluding while serving in the Pacific
during World War II.
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During the Korean War, Captain
Schirra served our country as an ex-
change pilot with the 154th Fighter
Bomber Squadron and flew 90 combat
missions and downed at least one MIG
fighter.

In April of 1959, Wally Schirra was se-
lected by NASA as one of the original
Mercury 7 astronauts. On October 3,
1962, he became the third American to
orbit the Earth when he piloted his
Sigma 7 spacecraft on a six-orbit mis-
sion that lasted 9 hours 13 minutes and
11 seconds.

As a brand new American who had
just been in this country for a year and
about 8 years old, I remember that, and
I just remember that as one of the sig-
nal moments that I indeed had come to
a country where anything and every-
thing was possible, and Wally Schirra
and others of the Mercury 7 group dem-
onstrated that to America and to the
world.

Wally Schirra went on to pilot the
Gemini 6A mission in 1965, which in-
volved the first attempted rendezvous
by two manned spacecraft in BHEarth
orbit, and he made his third and final
mission in October, 1968, as commander
of the first manned Apollo mission,
Apollo 7.

During his career as an astronaut,
Wally Schirra was the only astronaut
to fly aboard all three generations of
our late sixties-early seventies space-
craft, the Mercury, the Gemini and
Apollo spacecraft. His outstanding
service to the U.S. space program is
marked by several awards, including
the Distinguished Flying Cross, Air
Force Medal, NASA Distinguished
Service Medal, and induction into the
National Aviation Hall of Fame.

Wally Schirra was a tireless advocate
for discovery and spent his later years
helping to connect children with the
amazing possibilities that a career in
space exploration can offer.

Mr. Speaker, today, I seek the sup-
port of this Chamber to honor the life
and accomplishments of astronaut
Wally Schirra, to express condolences
on his passing, and to recognize the
profound importance of astronaut
Schirra’s record as a space pioneer and
a long-time contributor to NASA’s
mission of space exploration, scientific
advancement and education in the
United States.

Mr. Speaker, it is only fitting that
this Chamber honor Wally Schirra’s
achievements, and I urge my col-
leagues to support this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. FEENEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I again want to thank
Mr. Wu, my friend from Oregon, for
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this resolution and want to speak in
favor of H. Res. 446, which honors the
life and accomplishments of an ex-
traordinary man, astronaut Walter
Marty Schirra. Wally Schirra, as he
was known to nearly everyone, was
truly a great American and a terrific
human being.

Wally Schirra was born in Hacken-
sack, New Jersey, on March 12, 1923,
and was perhaps best known as an ac-
complished NASA astronaut and
human spaceflight pioneer, with the
distinction of being the only astronaut
to fly aboard the Mercury, Gemini and
Apollo spacecrafts. He was named one
of NASA’s original Mercury 7 astro-
nauts in April of 1959 and became the
fifth American to fly into space. Then,
as the commander of the Gemini 6A
spacecraft, he completed a dramatic
rendezvous in space with the Gemini 7
spacecraft.

Schirra then served as commander of
the Apollo 7 mission, which was the
first Apollo flight after the cata-
strophic 1967 launch pad fire that killed
the original Apollo 1 crew. At the con-
clusion of the Apollo 7 mission, Schirra
had logged 295 hours and 15 minutes in
space.

Before his service with NASA, Wally
Schirra had already served his country
with honor as a pilot in the 154th
Fighter Bomber Squadron during the
Korean War. Schirra flew over 90 com-
bat missions in F-84E jets and was
credited with downing at least one
enemy MIG fighter.

What 1is perhaps less well-known
about Wally Schirra is his personal
warmth, his contagious sense of humor
and his tireless dedication as an advo-
cate for discovery. After his retirement
in 1984, he spent many years working
to inspire children to pursue their
dreams by connecting them to the
amazing possibilities of space explo-
ration.

Schirra captured the pride of our en-
tire Nation when he wrote, ‘“We shared
a common dream to test the limits of
man’s imagination and daring. Those
early pioneering flights of Mercury, the
performances of Gemini and the trips
to the moon established us, once and
for, all as what I like to call a
spacefaring mnation. Like England,
Spain and Portugal crossing the seas in
search of their nations’ greatness, so
we reached for the skies and
emboldened our Nation.”

I am deeply saddened by Wally
Schirra’s passing on May 2, 2007. He
was truly an American hero. I am
proud to support this resolution hon-
oring such a prominent American cit-
izen, military veteran and astronaut.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support H. Res. 446.

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. FEENEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to my good friend, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. BILBRAY).

Mr. BILBRAY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to,
first of all, thank the chairman from
Oregon and the ranking member for



June 6, 2007

supporting my bill, H. Res. 446, in rec-
ognition of the life of Wally Schirra. I
would just have to say that when we go
through the record of the life of Wally,
he was a San Diegan for a long time;
and we celebrated Wally as a neighbor
and as a friend and as a national and
international hero.

The fact is that he did serve exten-
sively, like many San Diegans, in the
military, with three Distinguished Fly-
ing Crosses, two Air Medals, more than
a MIG or two on the side. He obviously
went into the space race with a lot of
accomplishments.

Being the only individual to fly in all
three of the first stages of manned
space flight for America was unique,
but I think, as was pointed out before,
Wally is a man that filled in so often
when others might have hesitated.

After the terrible disaster of losing
astronauts in a major fire, he did not
hesitate to look forward to being the
first to step back into those capsules
and move on and move up with our
space race. That kind of bravery we
didn’t really take into consideration at
the time. What a huge challenge it
must have been to explain to your wife,
‘““Honey, I am going to get in this cap-
sule. Somebody has to do it, and I will
be the one.” We don’t think about that
family, that personal aspect of being a
hero and moving forward with those
kinds of accomplishments.

I also would like to say that we for-
get that, without the docking proce-
dure that Wally was able to master,
there was not going to be any trip to
the moon. It was an essential compo-
nent, as important as any missile, any
rocket, any control system. The ability
for man to dock with another spaceship
was an essential part, and Wally was a
major part of that.

But I want to thank all my col-
leagues for supporting this bill. Wally
was our neighbor, he was our friend,
and he really did live a life that San
Diegans are proud of in public service.
He spent his later years working with
the local museums for flight history,
and he also spent a lot of time on his
sailboat in San Diego.

But I want to thank all of you, be-
cause Wally was not just a hero to the
world and to America; he was a neigh-
bor and a friend to those of us in San
Diego.

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, I continue to
reserve my time.

Mr. FEENEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, again, this is a terrific
resolution. Mr. BILBRAY is rightfully
proud to call Wally Schirra a neighbor
and a friend. I think America can call
him a neighbor and a friend as well.

I expect to be proudly this Friday
evening down at Cape Canaveral where
we will hopefully send the next shuttle
flight into space with some good luck
and good fortune. And as I am down
there I will join many Americans in
thinking about Wally Schirra and the
other great heroes that have come for-
ward and made these great feats today
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possible and the many more opportuni-
ties in space that would not have hap-
pened without heroes like Wally
Schirra.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, | rise to honor the life
and accomplishments of Astronaut Walter
Marty Schirra, one of our heroes of the Amer-
ican space program.

In his 84 years of life spanning from 1923—
2007, Captain Schirra took great risks on be-
half of his country.

During the Korean War, Captain Schirra
served the country as an exchange pilot with
the 154th Fighter Bomber Squadron and flew
90 combat missions and downed at least one
MIG fighter.

In April of 1959, “Wally” Schirra was se-
lected by NASA as one of the original Mercury
7 astronauts.

On October 3, 1962, he became the third
American to orbit the Earth when he piloted
his Sigma 7 spacecraft on a six-orbit mission
that lasted 9 hours, 13 minutes, and 11 sec-
onds.

He went on to pilot the Gemini 6A mission
in 1965, which involved the first attempted
rendezvous by two manned spacecraft in
Earth orbit, and he made his third and final
mission in October 1968 as commander of the
first manned Apollo mission, Apollo 7.

During his career as an astronaut, Wally
Schirra was the only astronaut to fly aboard
the Mercury, Gemini, and Apollo spacecrafts,
and his outstanding service to the U.S. space
program is marked by several awards, includ-
ing Distinguished Flying Crosses, Air Medals,
NASA Distinguished Service Medals, and in-
duction into the National Aviation Hall of
Fame.

Wally Schirra was a tireless advocate for
discovery and spent the later years of his life
helping to connect children with the amazing
possibilities that a career in space exploration
can offer.

Mr. Speaker, today | seek support to: honor
the life and accomplishments of astronaut
Walter “Wally” Schirra; to express condo-
lences on his passing; and to recognize the
profound importance of Astronaut Schirra’s
record as a space pioneer and a long-time
contributor to NASA’s mission as a catalyst to
space exploration and scientific advancement
in the United States.

Mr. Speaker, it is only fitting that this House
honor Wally Schirra’s achievements, and |
urge my colleagues to support this resolution.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of H. Res. 446,
honoring the life and accomplishments of As-
tronaut Walter Marty Schirra and expressing
condolences on his passing.

Astronaut Walter Marty Schirra was a mem-
ber of the Mercury 7, who were named by
NASA in April of 1959.

He piloted the six orbit Sigma 7 Mercury
flight, the Gemini 6 flight and was Command
Pilot on the Apollo VII.

Walter Schirra became the first man to fly in
space three times after being pilot of the Apol-
lo VII. Schirra received numerous awards and
honors while being a member of NASA.
Schirra logged more than 295 hours in space.

After he left NASA in 1969, he worked as a
television commentator during the Apollo
moon landings, was an engineering consultant
and worked on corporate boards.
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Not only was Walter Schirra an astronaut,
but he was an advocate for students who want
to pursue careers in science and engineering.

He helped to found the Mercury Seven
Foundation, which creates college scholar-
ships for engineering and science students.

The passing of Walter Schirra has been a
huge loss to the space community and Amer-
ica as a whole.

His contributions will never be forgotten, and
he leaves a strong legacy of bravery and serv-
ice. | urge support of this resolution.

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, today
| rise to recognize the life of one of our great
space pioneers, Walter M. “Wally” Schirra and
to speak in support of H. Res. 446, a resolu-
tion to recognize his many accomplishments
and honor his memory.

Wally Schirra was one of the original seven
Mercury Astronauts and the only astronaut to
fly in all three of the earliest manned space
programs: Mercury, Gemini, and Apollo.

He was known for being an exact and pre-
cise pilot, and this aviation excellence speaks
for itself as Capt. Schirra flew 90 combat mis-
sions while serving in the Navy during the Ko-
rean War. Later, during his Gemini 6 mission
as a NASA astronaut, Schirra conducted the
first rendezvous of manned spacecraft in orbit,
considered one of the most challenging tasks
in space flight at the time.

Capt. Schirra was a great astronaut and a
great American. What many of my colleagues
may not realize is that Wally Schirra became
an active businessman and citizen in Colorado
after retiring from the space program.

In the decade after he retired from NASA’s
Astronaut Corps, he moved to Denver where
he lived a life as a successful businessman
and an active environmentalist. When he first
came to Colorado, he became the president of
an investment company. Several years after
that, he started an environmental management
firm that concentrated their efforts towards de-
veloping solutions for environmental problems
faced by the government and private industry.

In addition to being an advisor to Colorado
State University, Capt. Schirra was also an
avid outdoors man, as evidenced by his ten-
ure as a trustee of the Colorado Outward
Bound School.

Later in his life, while he continued to be
busy in civic life, he played an active role in
Colorado politics and served as Colorado’s
honorary chairman for Ronald Reagan’s presi-
dential campaign.

| and my fellow Coloradans will miss him,
and | urge my colleagues to honor his memory
by passing H. Res. 446.

0 1130

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, I urge adoption
of the resolution, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. WU)
that the House suspend the rules and
agree to the resolution, H. Res. 446.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.



H6024

PERMISSION TO RE-REFER EXECU-

TIVE COMMUNICATION 1370 TO
COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE AND
TECHNOLOGY

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that Executive Commu-
nication 1370, the Department of Trans-
portation’s final rule, Human Space
Flight Requirements for Crew and
Space Flight Participants, be re-
referred to the Committee on Science
and Technology.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Oregon?

There was no objection.

————

10,000 TRAINED BY 2010 ACT

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill (H.R.
1467) to authorize the National Science
Foundation to award grants to institu-
tions of higher education to develop
and offer education and training pro-
grams.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1467

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the
Trained by 2010 Act”’.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

The Congress finds that—

(1) the National Science Foundation has
long been a government leader in strength-
ening our Nation’s information infrastruc-
ture;

(2) as automation and digitization reach
the healthcare industry, that industry will
need to draw heavily on the expertise of re-
searchers funded by the National Science
Foundation for the collection, processing,
and utilization of information;

(3) the National Science Foundation’s basic
research, demonstrations, and curriculum
development assistance are all required to
help make sure the industry has the knowl-
edge, procedures, and workforce necessary to
take full advantage of advanced communica-
tions and information technology;

(4) the Bureau of Labor Statistics esti-
mated that 136,000 Americans were employed
in 2000 as information management profes-
sionals in the healthcare industry alone,
with projected growth of 49 percent by 2010;
and

(5) no systematic plan exists for designing
and implementing systems and information
tools and for ensuring that the healthcare
workforce can make the transition to the in-
formation age.

SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) DIRECTOR.—The term ‘‘Director’ means
the Director of the National Science Founda-
tion.

(2) INFORMATION.—The term ‘‘information’’
means healthcare information.

(3) INSTITUTION OF HIGHER EDUCATION.—The
term ‘‘institution of higher education’ has
the meaning given that term in section 101 of
the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C.
1001).

SEC. 4. NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION
SEARCH.

(a) GRANTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director, in consulta-
tion with the heads of other Federal agencies

10,000
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as appropriate, shall award grants for basic
research on innovative approaches to im-
prove information systems. Research areas
may include—

(A) information studies;

(B) population informatics;

(C) translational informatics; and

(D) data security, integrity, and confiden-
tiality.

(2) MERIT REVIEW; COMPETITION.—Grants
shall be awarded under this section on a
merit-reviewed, competitive basis.

(3) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
the National Science Foundation to carry
out this subsection—

(A) $3,500,000 for fiscal year 2008;

(B) $3,600,000 for fiscal year 2009;

(C) $3,700,000 for fiscal year 2010; and

(D) $3,800,000 for fiscal year 2011.

(b) INFORMATICS RESEARCH CENTERS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director, in consulta-
tion with the heads of other Federal agencies
as appropriate, shall award multiyear
grants, subject to the availability of appro-
priations, to institutions of higher education
(or consortia thereof) to establish multi-
disciplinary Centers for Informatics Re-
search. Institutions of higher education (or
consortia thereof) receiving such grants may
partner with one or more government lab-
oratories, for-profit institutions, or non-prof-
it institutions.

(2) MERIT REVIEW; COMPETITION.—Grants
shall be awarded under this subsection on a
merit-reviewed, competitive basis.

(3) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the Centers
shall be to generate innovative approaches in
information by conducting cutting-edge,
multidisciplinary research, including in the
research areas described in subsection (a)(1).

(4) APPLICATIONS.—An institution of higher
education (or a consortium thereof) seeking
funding under this subsection shall submit
an application to the Director at such time,
in such manner, and containing such infor-
mation as the Director may require. The ap-
plication shall include, at a minimum, a de-
scription of—

(A) the research projects that will be un-
dertaken by the Center and the contribu-
tions of each of the participating entities;

(B) how the Center will promote active col-
laboration among professionals from dif-
ferent disciplines, such as information tech-
nology specialists, health professionals, ad-
ministrators, and social science researchers;
and

(C) how the Center will contribute to in-
creasing the number of information re-
searchers and other professionals.

(5) CRITERIA.—In evaluating the applica-
tions submitted under paragraph (4), the Di-
rector shall consider, at a minimum—

(A) the ability of the applicant to generate
innovative approaches to information and ef-
fectively carry out the research program;

(B) the experience of the applicant in con-
ducting research in the information field,
and the capacity of the applicant to foster
new multidisciplinary collaborations;

(C) the capacity of the applicant to attract
and provide adequate support for under-
graduate and graduate students to pursue in-
formation research; and

(D) the extent to which the applicant will
partner with government laboratories or for-
profit or non-profit entities, and the role the
government laboratories or for-profit or non-
profit entities will play in the research un-
dertaken by the Center.

(6) ANNUAL MEETING.—The Director shall
convene an annual meeting of the Centers in
order to foster collaboration and commu-
nication between Center participants.

(7) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated for
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the National Science Foundation to carry
out this subsection—

(A) $4,500,000 for fiscal year 2008;

(B) $4,600,000 for fiscal year 2009;

(C) $4,700,000 for fiscal year 2010; and

(D) $4,800,000 for fiscal year 2011.

SEC. 5. NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION INFOR-
MATION PROGRAMS.

(a) CAPACITY BUILDING GRANTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director, in consulta-
tion with the heads of other Federal agencies
as appropriate, shall establish a program to
award grants to institutions of higher edu-
cation (or consortia thereof) to establish or
improve undergraduate and master’s degree
information programs, to increase the num-
ber of students who pursue undergraduate or
master’s degrees in information fields, to
provide students with experience in govern-
ment or industry related to their informa-
tion studies, and, to the extent practicable,
to do so using distance learning.

(2) MERIT REVIEW; COMPETITION.—Grants
shall be awarded under this subsection on a
merit-reviewed, competitive basis.

(3) USE OF FUNDS.—Grants awarded under
this subsection shall be used for activities
that enhance the ability of an institution of
higher education (or consortium thereof) to
provide high-quality information education,
including certification and undergraduate
and master’s degree programs, and to recruit
and retain increased numbers of students to
such programs. Activities may include—

(A) developing and revising curriculum to
better prepare undergraduate and master’s
degree students for careers in the informa-
tion field;

(B) establishing degree and certificate pro-
grams in the information field;

(C) creating opportunities in information
research for undergraduate students;

(D) acquiring equipment necessary for stu-
dent instruction in these programs, includ-
ing the installation of testbed networks for
student use;

(E) providing opportunities for faculty to
work with State, local, or Federal Govern-
ment agencies, private industry, and other
academic institutions to develop new exper-
tise or to formulate new information re-
search directions;

(F') establishing collaborations with other
academic institutions or departments that
seek to establish, expand, or enhance these
programs;

(G) establishing student internships for
students in these programs at State, local,
and Federal Government agencies or in pri-
vate industry;

(H) establishing or enhancing bridge pro-
grams in information fields between commu-
nity colleges and universities; and

(I) any other activities the Director, in
consultation with the heads of other Federal
agencies as appropriate, determines will
achieve the purposes described in paragraph
D.

(4) SELECTION PROCESS.—

(A) APPLICATION.—An institution of higher
education (or a consortium thereof) seeking
funding under this subsection shall submit
an application to the Director at such time,
in such manner, and with such contents as
the Director may require. The application
shall include, at a minimum—

(i) a description of the applicant’s relevant
research and instructional capacity, and in
the case of an application from a consortium
of institutions of higher education, a descrip-
tion of the role that each member will play
in implementing the proposal;

(ii) a comprehensive plan by which the in-
stitution or consortium will build instruc-
tional capacity in information fields;
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(iii) a description of relevant collabora-
tions with State, local, or Federal Govern-
ment agencies or private industry that in-
form the instructional program;

(iv) a survey of the applicant’s historic stu-
dent enrollment and placement data and a
study of potential enrollment and placement
for students enrolled in the proposed pro-
gram; and

(v) a plan to evaluate the success of the
proposed program, including postgraduate
assessment of graduate school and job place-
ment and retention rates as well as the rel-
evance of the instructional program to grad-
uate study and to the workplace.

(B) AWARDS.—The Director shall ensure, to
the extent practicable, that grants are
awarded under this subsection in a wide
range of geographic areas and categories of
institutions of higher education.

() ASSESSMENT REQUIRED.—The Director,
in consultation with the heads of other Fed-
eral agencies as appropriate, shall evaluate
the program established under this sub-
section no later than 3 years after the estab-
lishment of the program. At a minimum, the
Director shall evaluate the extent to which
the grants have achieved their objectives of
increasing the quality and quantity of stu-
dents pursuing undergraduate or master’s
degrees in information fields. The Director
shall make this assessment publicly avail-
able.

(6) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
the National Science Foundation to carry
out this subsection—

(A) $9,000,000 for fiscal year 2008;

(B) $9,200,000 for fiscal year 2009;

(C) $9,400,000 for fiscal year 2010; and

(D) $9,600,000 for fiscal year 2011.

(b) SCIENTIFIC AND ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY
ACT OF 1992.—

(1) GRANTS.—The Director shall provide
grants under the Scientific and Advanced
Technology Act of 1992 for the purposes of
section 3(a) and (b) of that Act, except that
the activities supported pursuant to this
subsection shall be limited to improving edu-
cation in fields related to information.

(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
the National Science Foundation to carry
out this subsection—

(A) $7,000,000 for fiscal year 2008;

(B) $7,200,000 for fiscal year 2009;

(C) $7,400,000 for fiscal year 2010; and

(D) $7,600,000 for fiscal year 2011.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Or-
egon (Mr. WU) and the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. HALL) each will control 20
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Oregon.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have b legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and to include ex-
traneous material on H.R. 1467, the bill
now under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Oregon?

There was no objection.

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I and other Members of
the Science and Technology Com-
mittee have been working on the issue
of health care IT for several years. The
genesis of this legislation, H.R. 1467,
was a roundtable I held in Oregon in
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August 2005. This roundtable was fol-
lowed by an Environment, Standards
and Technology Subcommittee field
hearing on health care information
technology in February of 2006. Rep-
resentative REICHERT of Washington
chaired the hearing, and our current
ranking member, Mr. HALL, also had
staff in attendance.

One of the common issues raised at
both of these events was the lack of
trained people who are experts in both
health care and in information tech-
nology. Despite the Federal focus on
developing a national electronic health
care record system, there is no system-
atic plan for the training of current
and prospective professionals in both
health care and IT. Without this spe-
cialized training, the technology can
sit on health care provider’s desks as a
box, cold and unused rather than as an
integrated system of health care doing
what it should do.

The need for individuals to manage
health care IT is expected to grow 49
percent between 2000 and 2010, and
nearly 75 percent of health care organi-
zations indicate there are not enough
qualified applicants for these positions.

I would like to point out that the
Science and Technology Committee
has a history of developing specific and
specialized training and research pro-
grams for IT professionals.

During the 107th Congress, the com-
mittee became concerned that the lack
of specialized computerized training
for IT students and professionals was a
contributing factor in the lack of de-
cent computer security practices and
software. As a result, the committee
developed and moved H.R. 3394, the
CyberSecurity Research and Develop-
ment Act which subsequently became
Public Law 107-305.

The bill under consideration today,
H.R. 1467, consists of four components.
It authorizes the National Science
Foundation, NSF, to award research
grants for innovative approaches en-
hancing health care informatics. I
want to make clear that this provision
builds upon existing NSF activities.

It authorizes NSF to support multi-
disciplinary health and medical
informatics research centers to per-
form research and to train qualified
health care informatics personnel and
professionals.

Next, it authorizes NSF to establish
a grant program to improve under-
graduate, master’s and certificate pro-
grams in health care informatics. The
goal is to increase the number of stu-
dents and the quality of training in
their field. This program allows both 4-
yvear and 2-year institutions to partici-
pate as well as allowing for the devel-
opment of continuing education cur-
ricula.

Finally, it authorizes NSF’s Ad-
vanced Technology Education Program
which focuses solely on 2-year colleges
to support improved education and
technical training for health care
informatics.

H.R. 1467 is a bipartisan product of
the Science and Technology Com-
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mittee. Ranking Member HALL and I
introduced this bill in the last Con-
gress. In this Congress, we introduced
this legislation, along with Chairman
GORDON and Ranking Member GINGREY
of the Technology and Innovation Sub-
committee.

I have spoken to Dr. GINGREY about
health care IT, and he knows from his
firsthand experience the challenges in-
volved in integrating IT into health
care settings.

We all recognize the benefits that an
integrated health IT network could
provide in terms of improved patient
care, safety, privacy and potentially
cost savings. However, investment in
physical infrastructure and technology
alone is not enough. We need research
and training programs for health care
and IT professionals in order to use and
design the system well.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I rise today in support of H.R. 1467,
the 10,000 Trained by 2010 Act, and the
primary goal it seeks to achieve. If im-
plemented correctly and efficiently,
health information technology, which
we call IT, can revolutionize our health
care system.

However, we have to have an edu-
cated workforce properly trained in
health IT in order for it to be success-
ful. This is what H.R. 1467 is all about.
NSF is already doing incredible work
in the IT area, but this measure fo-
cuses specifically on health IT by pro-
viding grants on new innovative ap-
proaches for health care hardware and
software solutions.

Creating health medical informatics
research centers and making improve-
ments to undergraduate and master’s
degree programs for health care
informatics, it also expands the Ad-
vanced Technology Education Program
to include health IT.

The activities supported by H.R. 1467
are important if we are to have a suffi-
ciently trained health IT workforce,
and I encourage my colleagues to adopt
this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from Texas for working
with me, and his staff for working with
our staff over a period of 3 years on
this legislation.

I inquire of the gentleman whether
he has any additional speakers.

Mr. HALL of Texas. We have no fur-
ther speakers, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
staff on both sides of the aisle on the
Science Committee for working hard
through two Congresses to bring this
legislation to the floor, and I encour-
age all of my colleagues to vote for
adoption of this legislation.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of H.R. 1467,
the 10,000 Trained by 2010 Act.
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The bill requires the National Science Foun-
dation to award competitive grants for re-
search to improve health care information sys-
tems.

As our health care information moves from
paper to computer-based storage methods, it
becomes increasingly important to develop
systematic methods for organizing and sharing
biomedical information.

Digital medical records must be transfer-
able, and above all, patient confidentiality
must be ensured.

H.R. 1467 would fund scientific and engi-
neering activities to improve education in the
health care information fields. The funding
would be used to develop innovative ap-
proaches in health care information; and help
students earn advanced degrees in these
fields.

Mr. Speaker, this bill would promote tech-
nologies that will save us taxpayer dollars over
the long term. | urge my colleagues to support
H.R. 1467.

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. WU)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 1467.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
0 1140

GREEN ENERGY EDUCATION ACT
OF 2007

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1716) to authorize higher edu-
cation curriculum development and
graduate training in advanced energy
and green building technologies, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1716

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Green Energy
Education Act of 2007’.

SEC. 2. DEFINITION.

For the purposes of this Act:

(1) DIRECTOR.—The term ‘‘Director’ means
the Director of the National Science Founda-
tion.

(2) HIGH PERFORMANCE BUILDING.—The term
“high performance building’’ has the meaning
given that term in section 914(a) of the Energy
Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16194(a)).

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’ means
the Secretary of Energy.

SEC. 3. GRADUATE TRAINING IN ENERGY RE-
SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.

(a) FUNDING.—In carrying out research, devel-
opment, demonstration, and commercial applica-
tion activities authoriced for the Department of
Energy, the Secretary may contribute funds to
the National Science Foundation for the Inte-
grative Graduate Education and Research
Traineeship program to support projects that
enable graduate education related to such ac-
tivities.
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(b) CONSULTATION.—The Director shall con-
sult with the Secretary when preparing solicita-
tions and awarding grants for projects described
in subsection (a).

SEC. 4. CURRICULUM DEVELOPMENT FOR HIGH
PERFORMANCE BUILDING DESIGN.

(a) FUNDING.—In carrying out advanced en-
ergy technology research, development, dem-
onstration, and commercial application activi-
ties authorized for the Department of Energy re-
lated to high performance buildings, the Sec-
retary may contribute funds to curriculum de-
velopment activities at the National Science
Foundation for the purpose of improving under-
graduate or graduate interdisciplinary engineer-
ing and architecture education related to the
design and construction of high performance
buildings, including development of curricula,
of laboratory activities, of training practicums,
or of design projects. A primary goal of cur-
riculum development activities supported under
this section shall be to improve the ability of en-
gineers, architects, landscape architects, and
planners to work together on the incorporation
of advanced energy technologies during the de-
sign and construction of high performance
buildings.

(b) CONSULTATION.—The Director shall con-
sult with the Secretary when preparing solicita-
tions and awarding grants for projects described
in subsection (a).

(c) PRIORITY.—In awarding grants with re-
spect to which the Secretary has contributed
funds under this section, the Director shall give
priority to applications from departments, pro-
grams, or centers of a school of engineering that
are partnered with schools, departments, or pro-
grams of design, architecture, and city, re-
gional, or urban planning.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. LIPINSKI) and the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. MCCAUL) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and to in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 1716,
the bill now under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois?

There was no objection.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Today, I rise in support of H.R. 1716,
the Green Emnergy Education Act of
2007. I'd like to thank Mr. McCAUL and
Mr. HiLL for their leadership on this
important legislation.

This bill authorizes the Department
of Energy to contribute funds to the
National Science Foundation’s success-
ful Integrative Graduate Education and
Research Traineeship program, known
as IGERT. IGERT awards prepare doc-
toral students by integrating research
and education in innovative ways that
are tailored to the unique requirement
of newly emerging interdisciplinary
fields and new career options.

Many future green energy tech-
nologies, such as thin film solar tech-
nologies, will require interdisciplinary
teams of scientists and engineers such
as those trained under the IGERT pro-
gram.

This bill also authorizes the Depart-
ment of Energy’s high-performance-
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building technology programs to con-
tribute to the National Science Foun-
dation’s ongoing curriculum develop-
ment activities with the goal of im-
proving the ability of engineers and ar-
chitects to design and construct high-
performance buildings.

Innovative technologies, coupled
with a whole-buildings approach that
optimizes interactions among building
systems and components, enable build-
ings to use considerably less energy,
while also helping to meet national
goals for sustainable development, en-
vironmental protection and energy se-
curity.

The high-performance, or green,
building movement is growing rapidly,
but it is still a very small slice of the
multibillion dollar building industry;
and there’s a real gap in university
level education and training for the
next generation of green building pro-
fessionals. This bill helps address that
gap.

In summary, this bill addresses a
critical need to provide resources to
universities to update their curricula
and research efforts in alternative en-
ergy and high-performance buildings,
and it improves coordination between
the Department of Energy and the Na-
tional Science Foundation in achieving
this goal.

I'm pleased to support H.R. 1716, the
Green Energy Education Act of 2007.
Again, I want to commend Mr. MCcCAUL
and Mr. HILL for this important legis-
lation; and I urge my colleagues to sup-
port H.R. 1716.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. McCAUL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself as much time as I may
consume.

I want to first thank Mr. LIPINSKI
and my colleagues on both sides of the
aisle for their strong support of this
bill, which I introduced in the last Con-
gress; and I'm pleased to see it get to
the House floor in this Congress.

The National Academies’ Rising
Above the Gathering Storm report
echoed the call of many in the aca-
demic and business community for
greater need to recruit and develop sci-
entific and engineering talent to work
on solving problems of national need.

Like many Members of Congress, I'm
concerned about America’s dependence
on foreign sources of energy. Our reli-
ance on imported energy only serves to
increase our vulnerability to both ex-
ternal events and the actions of re-
gimes that are, in many cases, openly
hostile to the interests of the United
States. One of the ways we can reduce
the need for energy imports is to use
our energy more efficiently.

Buildings consume more energy than
any other sector of the economy, in-
cluding industry and transportation.
According to the U.S. Department of
Energy, American buildings consume
39 percent of our Nation’s primary en-
ergy and 70 percent of electricity. How-
ever, energy efficient building prac-
tices are not being fully utilized, in
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part because of a lack of awareness
about energy efficient technologies and
design practices among building profes-
sionals.

That is why I introduced the Green
Energy Education Act. This legislation
authorizes the Department of Energy
to partner with the National Science
Foundation to support graduate edu-
cation and curriculum development to
advance DOE’s broad energy tech-
nology development mission. Working
through NSF, DOE will help develop
the next generation of engineers and
architects to produce buildings incor-
porating the latest in energy efficient
technologies.

In order to reduce the likelihood of
duplicative and wasteful programs, this
bill also allows the Department of En-
ergy and the National Science Founda-
tion to combine their efforts to find
workable solutions to the issues sur-
rounding building efficiency that then
can be transferred to the marketplace.

Specifically, H.R. 1716 will authorize
DOE’s Office of Science and applied en-
ergy technology programs to con-
tribute funds to the NSF’s successful
Integrative Graduate Education and
Research Traineeship program, which
is already doing great work in this
area.

This bill also authorizes the DOE to
contribute to NSF’s curriculum devel-
opment activities in order to improve
the ability of engineers and architects
to design and construct more efficient
and durable buildings.

I urge my colleagues to support this
important step towards increasing
America’s energy independence.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, this is another great ef-
fort that we are making, another im-
portant step in helping to reduce our
energy consumption in this country.
It’s critical for national security, our
economic security and to combat glob-
al climate change, and certainly en-
ergy efficient buildings, great work is
being done in this, and much more
work needs to be done.

I have seen at the Department of En-
ergy lab the work that is being done on
some of this. I think much more needs
to be done. This bill will help to pro-
vide these opportunities for more stu-
dents, more people to learn about what
it takes to make our buildings more
energy efficient.

Again, I commend Mr. McCAUL and
Mr. HiLL for this bill, and I urge my
colleagues to pass this legislation.

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, today the House will
consider H.R. 1716, the Green Energy Edu-
cation Act. As the lead Democratic sponsor of
this bill, | am pleased that it has moved so
quickly through committee. | believe its rapid
movement onto the floor of the House for a
vote is indicative of the bill's importance and
timely subject matter.

H.R. 1716 promotes the design and con-
struction of energy efficient buildings by au-
thorizing the Department of Energy to partner
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with the National Science Foundation (NSF) in
support of multidisciplinary graduate education
and curriculum development activities that will
enhance the DOE’s broad energy technology
development mission. By working with the
NSF, DOE will help develop the next genera-
tion of engineers and architects to work effec-
tively together to produce buildings and incor-
porating the latest in energy efficient tech-
nologies.

Buildings in the U.S. consume a dispropor-
tionate share of our energy and electricity. We
must do something to make our buildings
more energy efficient and friendly to the envi-
ronment. In fact, buildings in the U.S. con-
sume more energy than any other sector of
the country, including industry and transpor-
tation. According to 2003 U.S. Department of
Energy (DOE) statistics, U.S. buildings con-
sume 39 percent of our nation’s primary en-
ergy and 70 percent of electricity.

We need to do everything we can to ad-
dress the harmful things we are doing to the
environment. This bill is a step in that direc-
tion—making buildings more energy efficient
and less stressful on our energy and electrical
supplies. And, it will save businesses consid-
erable sums of money in the long run.

| urge all of my colleagues to vote for this
important bill and take a step forward in eas-
ing our dependence on foreign and harmful
energy sources.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of H.R. 17186,
the Green Energy Education Act of 2007.

Mr. Speaker, “green energy” is defined as
energy that is produced and used in ways that
lessen air pollution and other environmental
impacts.

An investment in green energy education
will benefit our Nation in important ways. It is
good for the environment, because it reduces
environmental impacts of the production and
delivery of energy.

Green energy also reduces harmful green-
house emissions.

H.R. 1716 directs the Department of Energy
to contribute funds to the National Science
Foundation for the Integrative Graduate Edu-
cation and Research Traineeship program.
This program is important in supporting grad-
uate education related to green energy
projects.

The bill also supports energy technology re-
search and development for high tech build-
ings and for educational activities to teach stu-
dents how to improve building design that is
not harmful to the environment.

Mr. Speaker, | support H.R. 1716 and urge
my colleagues to support it also.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. LIPIN-
SKI) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 1716, as amend-
ed.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. MCCAUL of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
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proceedings on this question will be
postponed.

——
O 1150

H-PRIZE ACT OF 2007

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 632) to authorize the Secretary of
Energy to establish monetary prizes
for achievements in overcoming sci-
entific and technical barriers associ-
ated with hydrogen energy, as amend-
ed.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 632

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘H-Prize Act of
2007.

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) ADMINISTERING ENTITY.—The term ‘“‘admin-
istering entity’’ means the entity with which the
Secretary enters into an agreement under sec-
tion 3(c).

(2) DEPARTMENT.—The term
means the Department of Energy.

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’ means
the Secretary of Energy.

SEC. 3. PRIZE AUTHORITY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry
out a program to competitively award cash
prices in conformity with this Act to advance
the research, development, demonstration, and
commercial application of hydrogen energy
technologies.

(b) ADVERTISING AND SOLICITATION OF COM-
PETITORS.—

(1) ADVERTISING.—The Secretary shall widely
advertise prize competitions to encourage broad
participation, including by individuals, univer-
sities (including historically Black colleges and
universities and other minority serving institu-
tions), and large and small businesses (includ-
ing businesses owned or controlled by socially
and economically disadvantaged persons).

(2) ANNOUNCEMENT THROUGH FEDERAL REG-
ISTER NOTICE.—The Secretary shall announce
each prize competition by publishing a notice in
the Federal Register. This notice shall include
essential elements of the competition such as the
subject of the competition, the duration of the
competition, the eligibility requirements for par-
ticipation in the competition, the process for
participants to register for the competition, the
amount of the prize, and the criteria for award-
ing the prize.

(c) ADMINISTERING THE COMPETITIONS.—The
Secretary shall enter into an agreement with a
private, nonprofit entity to administer the prize
competitions, subject to the provisions of this
Act. The duties of the administering entity
under the agreement shall include—

(1) advertising prize competitions and their re-
sults;

(2) raising funds from private entities and in-
dividuals to pay for administrative costs and to
contribute to cash prizes, including funds pro-
vided in exchange for the right to name a prize
awarded under this section,;

(3) developing, in consultation with and sub-
ject to the final approval of the Secretary, the
criteria for selecting winners in prize competi-
tions, based on goals provided by the Secretary;

(4) determining, in consultation with the Sec-
retary, the appropriate amount and funding
sources for each price to be awarded, subject to
the final approval of the Secretary with respect
to Federal funding;

(5) providing advice and consultation to the
Secretary on the selection of judges in accord-
ance with section 4(d), using criteria developed

“Department’’
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in consultation with and subject to the final ap-
proval of the Secretary; and

(6) protecting against the entity’s unauthor-
ized use or disclosure of a registered partici-
pant’s trade secrets and confidential business
information. Any information properly identi-
fied as trade secrets or confidential business in-
formation that is submitted by a participant as
part of a competitive program under this Act
may be withheld from public disclosure.

(d) FUNDING SOURCES.—Prizes under this Act
shall consist of Federal appropriated funds and
any funds provided by the administering entity
(including funds raised pursuant to subsection
(c)(2)) for such cash prize programs. The Sec-
retary may accept funds from other Federal
agencies for such cash prices and, notwith-
standing section 3302(b) of title 31, United States
Code, may use such funds for the cash prize
program. Other than publication of the names
of price sponsors, the Secretary may not give
any special consideration to any private sector
entity or individual in return for a donation to
the Secretary or administering entity.

(e) ANNOUNCEMENT OF PRIZES.—The Secretary
may not issue a notice required by subsection
(b)(2) until all the funds needed to pay out the
announced amount of the prize have been ap-
propriated or committed in writing by the ad-
ministering entity. The Secretary may increase
the amount of a prize after an initial announce-
ment is made under subsection (b)(2) if—

(1) notice of the increase is provided in the
same manner as the initial notice of the prize;
and

(2) the funds mneeded to pay out the an-
nounced amount of the increase have been ap-
propriated or committed in writing by the ad-
ministering entity.

(f) SUNSET.—The authority to announce prize
competitions under this Act shall terminate on
September 30, 2018.

SEC. 4. PRIZE CATEGORIES.

(a) CATEGORIES.—The Secretary shall estab-
lish prizes for—

(1) advancements in technologies, components,
or systems related to—

(4) hydrogen production;

(B) hydrogen storage;

(C) hydrogen distribution; and

(D) hydrogen utilization;

(2) prototypes of hydrogen-powered vehicles
or other hydrogen-based products that best meet
or exceed objective performance criteria, such as
completion of a race over a certain distance or
terrain or generation of energy at certain levels
of efficiency; and

(3) transformational changes in technologies
for the distribution or production of hydrogen
that meet or exceed far-reaching objective cri-
teria, which shall include minimal carbon emis-
sions and which may include cost criteria de-
signed to facilitate the eventual market success
of a winning technology.

(b) AWARDS.—

(1) ADVANCEMENTS.—To the extent permitted
under section 3(e), the prizes authorized under
subsection (a)(1) shall be awarded biennially to
the most significant advance made in each of
the four subcategories described in subpara-
graphs (A) through (D) of subsection (a)(1) since
the submission deadline of the previous prize
competition in the same category under sub-
section (a)(1) or the date of enactment of this
Act, whichever is later, unless no such advance
is significant enough to merit an award. No one
such price may exceed $1,000,000. If less than
$4,000,000 is available for a prize competition
under subsection (a)(1), the Secretary may omit
one or more subcategories, reduce the amount of
the prizes, or not hold a prize competition.

(2) PROTOTYPES.—To the extent permitted
under section 3(e), prizes authorized under sub-
section (a)(2) shall be awarded biennially in al-
ternate years from the prizes authoriced under
subsection (a)(1). The Secretary is authorized to
award up to one prize in this category in each
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2-year period. No such price may exceed
$4,000,000. If no registered participants meet the
objective performance criteria established pursu-
ant to subsection (c) for a competition under
this paragraph, the Secretary shall not award a
prize.

(3) TRANSFORMATIONAL TECHNOLOGIES.—To0
the extent permitted under section 3(e), the Sec-
retary shall announce one prize competition au-
thorized under subsection (a)(3) as soon after
the date of enactment of this Act as is prac-
ticable. A prize offered under this paragraph
shall be not less than $10,000,000, paid to the
winner in a lump sum, and an additional
amount paid to the winner as a match for each
dollar of private funding raised by the winner
for the hydrogen technology beginning on the
date the winner was named. The match shall be
provided for 3 years after the date the prize win-
ner is named or until the full amount of the
prize has been paid out, whichever occurs first.
A prize winner may elect to have the match
amount paid to another entity that is con-
tinuing the development of the winning tech-
nology. The Secretary shall announce the rules
for receiving the match in the notice required by
section 3(b)(2). The Secretary shall award a
prize under this paragraph only when a reg-
istered participant has met the objective criteria
established for the prize pursuant to subsection
(c) and announced pursuant to section 3(b)(2).
Not more than $10,000,000 in Federal funds may
be used for the price award under this para-
graph. The administering entity shall seek to
raise $40,000,000 toward the matching award
under this paragraph.

(c) CRITERIA.—In establishing the criteria re-
quired by this Act, the Secretary—

(1) shall consult with the Department’s Hy-
drogen Technical and Fuel Cell Advisory Com-
mittee;

(2) shall consult with other Federal agencies,
including the National Science Foundation; and

(3) may consult with other experts such as pri-
vate organizations, including professional soci-
eties, industry associations, and the National
Academy of Sciences and the National Academy
of Engineering.

(d) JUDGES.—For each prize competition, the
Secretary in consultation with the administering
entity shall assemble a panel of qualified judges
to select the winner or winners on the basis of
the criteria established wunder subsection (c).
Judges for each prize competition shall include
individuals from outside the Department, in-
cluding from the private sector. A judge, spouse,
minor children, and members of the judge’s
household may not—

(1) have personal or financial interests in, or
be an employee, officer, director, or agent of,
any entity that is a registered participant in the
prize competition for which he or she will serve
as a judge; or

(2) have a familial or financial relationship
with an individual who is a registered partici-
pant in the prize competition for which he or
she will serve as a judge.

SEC. 5. ELIGIBILITY.

To be eligible to win a prize under this Act, an
individual or entity—

(1) shall have complied with all the require-
ments in accordance with the Federal Register
notice required under section 3(b)(2);

(2) in the case of a private entity, shall be in-
corporated in and maintain a primary place of
business in the United States, and in the case of
an individual, whether participating singly or
in a group, shall be a citizen of, or an alien law-
fully admitted for permanent residence in, the
United States; and

(3) shall not be a Federal entity, a Federal
employee acting within the scope of his employ-
ment, or an employee of a nmational laboratory
acting within the scope of his employment.

SEC. 6. INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY.

The Federal Government shall not, by virtue

of offering or awarding a prize under this Act,
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be entitled to any intellectual property rights
derived as a consequence of, or direct relation
to, the participation by a registered participant
in a competition authoriced by this Act. This
section shall not be construed to prevent the
Federal Government from negotiating a license
for the use of intellectual property developed for
a prize competition under this Act.

SEC. 7. LIABILITY.

(a) WAIVER OF LIABILITY.—The Secretary may
require registered participants to waive claims
against the Federal Government and the admin-
istering entity (except claims for willful mis-
conduct) for any injury, death, damage, or 10ss
of property, revenue, or profits arising from the
registered participants’ participation in a com-
petition under this Act. The Secretary shall give
notice of any waiver required under this sub-
section in the notice required by section 3(b)(2).
The Secretary may not require a registered par-
ticipant to waive claims against the admin-
istering entity arising out of the unauthorized
use or disclosure by the administering entity of
the registered participant’s trade secrets or con-
fidential business information.

(b) LIABILITY INSURANCE.—

(1) REQUIREMENTS.—Registered participants
shall be required to obtain liability insurance or
demonstrate financial responsibility, in amounts
determined by the Secretary, for claims by—

(4) a third party for death, bodily injury, or
property damage or loss resulting from an activ-
ity carried out in connection with participation
in a competition under this Act; and

(B) the Federal Government for damage or
loss to Government property resulting from such
an activity.

(2) FEDERAL GOVERNMENT INSURED.—The Fed-
eral Government shall be named as an addi-
tional insured under a registered participant’s
insurance policy required wunder paragraph
(1)(4), and registered participants shall be re-
quired to agree to indemnify the Federal Gov-
ernment against third party claims for damages
arising from or related to competition activities.
SEC. 8. REPORT TO CONGRESS.

Not later than 60 days after the awarding of
the first prize under this Act, and annually
thereafter, the Secretary shall transmit to the
Congress a report that—

(1) identifies each award recipient;

(2) describes the technologies developed by
each award recipient; and

(3) specifies actions being taken toward com-
mercial application of all technologies with re-
spect to which a prize has been awarded under
this Act.

SEC. 9. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—

(1) AWARDS.—There are authorized to be ap-
propriated to the Secretary for the period en-
compassing fiscal years 2008 through 2017 for
carrying out this Act—

(A4) $20,000,000 for awards described in section
(D(a)(1);

(B) $20,000,000 for awards described in section
4(a)(2); and

(C) $10,000,000 for the award described in sec-
tion 4(a)(3).

(2) ADMINISTRATION.—In addition to the
amounts authoriced in paragraph (1), there are
authoriced to be appropriated to the Secretary
for each of fiscal years 2008 and 2009 $2,000,000
for the administrative costs of carrying out this
Act.

(b) CARRYOVER OF FUNDS.—Funds appro-
priated for prize awards under this Act shall re-
main available until expended, and may be
transferred, reprogrammed, or expended for
other purposes only after the expiration of 10
fiscal years after the fiscal year for which the
funds were originally appropriated. No provi-
sion in this Act permits obligation or payment of
funds in violation of section 1341 of title 31 of
the United States Code (commonly referred to as
the Anti-Deficiency Act).
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SEC. 10. NONSUBSTITUTION.

The programs created under this Act shall not
be considered a substitute for Federal research
and development programs.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. LIPINSKI) and the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. INGLIS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and to in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 632,
the bill now under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois?

There was no objection.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 632, the H-Prize Act of 2007, an
innovative bill I introduced, along with
Mr. INGLIS of South Carolina, and that
we passed in this House last year by a
vote of 416-6.

America faces a great challenge
today, finding a new clean energy
source that will free us from our de-
pendence on foreign oil and will com-
bat global climate change. Hydrogen
has great potential to be this new
source and the H-Prize Act will help
focus America’s technological and en-
trepreneurial talent on making it hap-
pen.

Hydrogen-fuel cars already exist.
Last year I had the opportunity to
drive a hydrogen-fuel car. It didn’t
drive much differently than a gas-pow-
ered car, except for the silence, silence
that I am used to somewhat from driv-
ing a hybrid. But that was the only
real performance difference. There is
no performance difference. The only
difference I know of is the silence.

But there are really currently signifi-
cant technical and economic barriers
that must still be overcome before we
can put a hydrogen car in every Amer-
ican garage. Current hydrogen-powered
vehicles cost about $1 million. But
while several significant technological
advances are necessary, they are with-
in reach.

Just yesterday, it was reported in the
Chicago Tribune that engineers at Pur-
due University are researching meth-
ods of producing hydrogen gas by com-
bining aluminum with another metal,
gallium, and adding water. This re-
search could yield ways of overcoming
hydrogen storage problems, allowing
automobile engines to burn this gas
with little modification.

While we must continue to invest in
traditional grants to fund university
research, we in Congress have the re-
sponsibility to find creative and new
ways to inspire researchers, business
leaders and our youth to solve the
problems that society faces today.

The H-Prize will help expand the pos-
sibility of hydrogen research, pro-
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moting people not normally involved
in Federal research to explore one of

the greatest challenges facing us
today.
Specifically, this legislation would

establish competitively awarded cash
prizes to spur innovations that advance
the use of hydrogen as a fuel for trans-
portation. Every 2 years, four $1 mil-
lion prizes would be given for advances
in the production, storage, distribution
and utilization of hydrogen, and one $4
million prize would be awarded for ad-
vances in prototype hydrogen vehicles.
At the end of 10 years, one grand prize
of $10 million would be given for a
transformational advance in hydrogen
energy technology.

In addition to this $10 million grand
prize, we are also seeking to raise up to
$40 million to add to that grand prize,
$40 million in private contributions.

When these advances are made, hy-
drogen can fill critical energy needs
even beyond transportation. Hydrogen
will also be used to provide heat and
generate electricity. The future possi-
bilities of this energy source are enor-
mous.

Most importantly, hydrogen will be a
clean, domestic energy source. When
used for energy, hydrogen produces no
emissions besides water, zero emis-
sions, an amazing advance over current
energy resources. By utilizing hydro-
gen, we can improve our national secu-
rity by lessening our dependence on
foreign oil that often comes from un-
stable countries.

Mr. Speaker, America has always
been at the forefront of technological
breakthroughs. We have responded to
great challenges, perhaps most fa-
mously, President John F. Kennedy’s
challenge to land a man on the moon
before the end of the 1960s. We have
seen that prizes have been an effective
way to inspire technological advances.

Perhaps most famously the prize won
by Lindbergh for his successful nonstop
flight across the Atlantic. More re-
cently, the Ansari X-Prize given to the
first private team to build and fly a
spaceship 100 kilometers above earth.
The H-Prize is patterned after this X-
Prize.

We have seen that challenges and
prizes help to spark the imagination of
scientists, engineers and entre-
preneurs, who invest blood, sweat,
tears and often large sums of money,
sums of money even larger than the
prizes being given, to achieve a great
goal.

I ask my colleagues to join me in
supporting this bill today. Perhaps one
day we will look back on the H-Prize as
a catalyst to a better, cleaner, more se-
cure America and world.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. INGLIS of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to one of the
co-chairs of the House Hydrogen Cau-
cus, CHARLIE DENT from Pennsylvania.

Mr. DENT. I too want to thank the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI)
and the gentleman from South Caro-
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lina (Mr. INGLIS) for working together
so well to bring this important piece of
legislation to the floor.

Mr. Speaker, I was proud to join 415
of my colleagues in supporting this bill
last Congress, and I am pleased that
the H-Prize Act has been brought up
again so that we can have an oppor-
tunity to enact this important legisla-
tion into law.

I rise in strong support of H.R. 632,
the H-Prize Act. The Constitution of
the United States provides that Con-
gress has the power to promote the
progress of science and the useful arts.
We, in Congress, have an opportunity
and obligation to promote scientific
advancement today. For more than a
century, America’s industry, transpor-
tation, and households have been heav-
ily reliant on foreign oil. We must now
face newer realities.

Petroleum is a finite resource. No
matter how much we explore and dis-
cover, we will one day run out and
booming worldwide demand is burning
up resources and driving up prices. We
must search for alternatives to wean us
off our addiction to foreign sources of
oil. The drive to produce energy eco-
nomically can be advanced to Amer-
ican innovation and competition.

Fossil fuel technology was the impe-
tus for 20th century industrial develop-
ment. Today, hydrogen holds a promise
of being the driver for the economy of
the future and ushering in a new gen-
eration of an American energy inde-
pendence.

Hydrogen makes up 98 percent of the
known universe, and it is the third
most abundant element of the earth’s
surface. It is the lightest of all gases,
the coldest of all liquids, next to he-
lium. As a component of water, min-
erals and acids, it makes up a funda-
mental part of all hydrocarbons and or-
ganic substances. Hydrogen is renew-
able, abundant, efficient and clean. Un-
like carbon-based fuels, it does not cre-
ate fumes or other harmful emissions.

In fact, using hydrogen in fuel cells
produces only electricity and pure
water. By awarding prizes in three of
the most critical areas of technological
development, the H-Prize Act will
incentivize the realization of scientific
advancements that will break down the
obstacles that stand in the way of the
hydrogen economy.

Specifically, H-Prize will promote
technological advancements in hydro-
gen production, storage, distribution
and utilization. Prizes will be awarded
for the development of hydrogen vehi-
cle prototypes that meet ambitious
performance goals. Finally, the bill
will award the implementation of crit-
ical transformational technologies.

We are not that far away from mak-
ing hydrogen a functional source of en-
ergy. H.R. 632 will speed the develop-
ment of breakthrough technologies
that will make hydrogen a practical al-
ternative to oil in our transportation
sector and set our Nation on a path to-
ward energy independence. I strongly
urge all of my colleagues to support
H.R. 632.
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Again, I do want to commend the two
gentlemen, Mr. LIPINSKI of Illinois and
Mr. INGLIS of South Carolina, for their
strong advocacy on this critical issue.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. INGLIS of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentlelady from Florida (Ms. GINNY
BROWN-WAITE).

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida. I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in very
strong support of the H-Prize bill that
we have before us, H.R. 632.

This legislation encourages the best
of what this House can offer, and that
is ingenuity and the genius of the
American inventor. We have always
known that when the American people
in our free markets put our minds to a
problem, there is no stopping them.
When we faced the challenges of World
War II, for the run-away inflation of
the 1970s, American genius and the free
market prevailed and delivered our so-
lutions.

Today’s challenge is for us to reduce
our dependence on foreign oil sources.
Our goal is to create a free market di-
versified portfolio of energy sources, so
that we are never again reliant on one
single source for our energy needs.
Whether with wind, solar, nuclear or
biofuel, this Congress’ goal should be
to protect the environment with as lit-
tle prejudice for or against alternative
energy sources as possible.

One might ask why? As we are al-
ready seeing with ethanol, we should
never forget the law of unintended con-
sequences. By forcing ethanol into our
gas tanks, Congress has unfortunately
raised the price of our gas and the price
of feed for our livestock.
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Listen up, America. Our experience
with ethanol should be a cautionary re-
minder of the burdens government reg-
ulation places on our economy and the
everyday lives of American families.

What is so brilliant about the H-Prize
is that, unlike most of the programs
coming out of Congress, this bill
doesn’t mandate a specific form of
technology or add additional regu-
latory burden. Indeed, instead, the H-
Prize encourages the inventor and the
market to generate the ideas and solu-
tions.

Mr. Speaker, Republicans pretty
much have been shut out of debate and
denied amendments, but this bill was
one of our ideas from the last Congress
which I voted for then, and I certainly
will vote for now. I commend you for
moving a free market approach
through to the floor so that the 110th
Congress can also do the right thing.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. INGLIS of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

First of all, Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank my colleague from Illinois (Mr.
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LI1PINSKI) for his work on a number of
energy initiatives that we’re collabo-
rating on. This is one of those. I think
it’s a very exciting bill that won’t
solve all of our challenges, but it will
get us down the road toward a brighter
energy future.

And it’s always helpful to have a pic-
ture tell a thousand words. This is a
picture of a gas line in a province in
China on August 17, 2005. That’s a line
of cars waiting to buy gas.

ExxonMobil tells us the global en-
ergy demand is expected to grow by 60
percent between now and 2030. So we’ve
got to find something to do in order to
get to a brighter energy future, one
that does not involve the restricted
supply that we have when it comes to
petroleum. So what we’ve come up
with is an idea of using the incentives
of a prize to make it happen, to make
some breakthroughs happen when it
comes to hydrogen.

Well, the good news is we’ve done
prizes before. In 1927, Charles Lind-
bergh won a prize for being the first to
make a successful transatlantic flight.
It worked with flight, and it worked
again here more recently when the
Ansari X-Prize was created to
incentivize space flight. On October 4,
2004, Burt Rutan’s Spaceship 1 became
the first private spacecraft with com-
mercial potential, succeeding in going
into space twice within 2 weeks; and
the result was they won the Ansari X-
Prize.

So the concept here is to build on
that kind of legacy and create the H-
Prize. The good news for our colleagues
is this shouldn’t be a terribly con-
troversial vote. The last time we did it,
we got 416 votes in favor of the H-Prize.
So it’s a do-over with a 416-6 margin
last time. So we’re hoping that it’s
going to be successful here today on
the floor.

As my colleague from Illinois just
said, Mr. LIPINSKI was telling us that
the concept is to incentivize break-
throughs in hydrogen technology; and,
as he said, technical breakthroughs
would be rewarded with a $1 million
prize and then prototypes every other
yvear, $4 million. And then the trans-
formational technology prize, the big
one, would be a $10 million prize, hope-
fully augmented by up to $40 million of
private money that’s authorized under
the bill.

So the concept is to, basically, create
the most nongovernmental way to
achieve a governmental purpose, which
is to break this dependence on oil. So
we’ve created the H-Prize. It’s a way of
incentivizing entrepreneurs and inven-
tors to come together and to create
teams that can make this break-
through.

The beauty of a prize, two beauties of
the prizes to point out here to our col-
leagues, one is, if nobody does it, you
don’t pay the prize money out, so
they’ve got to win it in order for us to
incur the obligation to pay the money
out. That’s a good thing about prizes.

The second thing that’s very impor-
tant about prizes is the breakthroughs
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may come from way outside the nor-
mal realm that you would expect; and
it could be that it’s not the normal
people or the normal suspects that
might come forward with a break-

through. It may be somebody way
afield.
For example, hydrogen break-

throughs may come from biological
agents that create hydrogen as part of
their metabolism. That’s way outside
the field of where a lot of people are ex-
pecting hydrogen production to come
from. But if you have a prize that isn’t
restricted as to how you create the hy-
drogen, then you get a lot more en-
trants, and you get interest from a
broad range of fields that may come in
with the out-of-the-box thinking that
can transform our energy supply.

So I'm very pleased that we’ve got it
on the floor today. I thank the gen-
tleman from Illinois once again for his
collaboration on these topics. I’'m hope-
ful that today we’ll pass it with a large
margin and that we’ll be successful
with the other body and then a signa-
ture by the President, and this will be
one of the ways that we can break this
addiction to oil and move to a more
stable energy future for America.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, this legislation is an-
other great example of what we have
been able to do on the Science and
Technology Committee by working to-
gether in a bipartisan manner. Led by
Chairman GORDON, working with Rank-
ing Member HALL, I hope that we can
continue this cooperation on other
critical issues related to America’s fu-
ture technological competitiveness, en-
ergy dependence and global climate
change. This is the type of bipartisan
work we need to continue to be doing
to make progress.

I'd also like to thank Mr. INGLIS for
all the work he has done on this. We
worked on this bill last year. We
worked together on that, and Mr. ING-
LIS is the one who came forward at
that time with the original idea on
this. He’s worked very well. We have
continued to work to make progress,
and I'm very hopeful that this year we
have worked with the Senate and the
administration. We can get this past
not just the House but signed into law.
Because 1 think this H-Prize act has
really great potential. It has the great
potential to solve the great energy
challenge we face today. But perhaps it
may be most important in spurring the
imagination of our youth, our most
valuable resource in this country.

I remember in the 1970s there was
great excitement about alternative en-
ergy. There was an environmental
movement, and there was the gasoline
crisis, and there was great interest in
helping clean up the environment, in-
vesting in alternative energy.

It’s something that really got me ex-
cited. I was caught up in it when I was
in grade school back in the 1970s. I re-
member I did my eighth grade science
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fair project on solar energy. That was
back in 1980. We saw, unfortunately,
though, that the interest in alternative
energy really dropped off after that
time. Not only interest, but then Fed-
eral funding dropped off.

0 1210

Just in talking to the Science Coali-
tion this morning, they talked about
how critical that was when that re-
search funding dropped off. We can’t af-
ford to let that happen again. But what
did happen with me is it really inspired
me, got me interested. I went out and
got a degree in mechanical engineer-
ing, and although I did not continue
down that road, today I bring that
background to this House and continue
to work on these issues, understanding
the importance of this issue and under-
standing the importance of the Federal
Government’s really investing in our
future and especially in alternative en-
ergy. And these challenges are great.
We must really confront them.

So today maybe this H-Prize Act will
inspire another child out there today.
He or she may become an engineer or a
scientist or an entrepreneur who plays
a hand in the next technological break-
through. So there is great hope with
this H-Prize Act. And today, Mr.
Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join
me by passing this bill, and hopefully
in the future we can look back to today
and see it as a major change and a
major move forward for America and
for the world.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of H.R. 632, the
H-Prize Act of 2007.

The federal government should become
more involved in supporting cutting-edge tech-
nologies to reduce greenhouse gas emissions
and move our nation toward renewable en-
ergy.

As a member of the House Committee on
Science and Technology, | committed toward
supporting a variety of renewable energy tech-
nologies—including hydrogen.

H.R. 632 would create competitive cash
prizes to reward innovative research, develop-
ment commercial application of hydrogen en-
ergy technologies.

Hydrogen cars and other vehicles would
make such a difference in air quality, Mr.
Speaker, especially in Texas. Cities in Texas
have some of the poorest air quality in the Na-
tion.

Hydrogen-powered vehicles could be de-
signed for mass-scale use. These vehicles
would emit only water vapor as a byproduct
and reduce our dependence on foreign oil in
the long term.

Hydrogen, solar, wind, geothermal, and nu-
clear are all cleaner energy sources than fossil
fuels. H.R. 632 is a positive step toward devel-
oping energy technologies that create a bright-
er future for our children and grandchildren.

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, |
rise today in support of the H-Prize Act of
2007, H.R. 632, an important step forward in
making America more competitive and energy
independent. As a founding member of the
House Hydrogen and Fuel Cell Caucus and a
cosponsor of this bill, | believe we must move
forward in fostering innovation and competition

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

in hydrogen technology, in order to end our
addiction to oil.

According to the Department of Energy,
major advances must be made in hydrogen
production, distribution, and storage before it
can be widely used as a fuel source. The H-
Prize Act would excite and attract innovators
throughout the country to take up this impor-
tant task. Specifically, the bill would authorize
$50 million from fiscal year 2008 through fiscal
year 2017 to be awarded in cash prizes to
non-federal entities in three categories—tech-
nologies created to assist in the distribution or
production of hydrogen; development of hydro-
gen powered vehicles; and “transformational
technology” related to production, storage, dis-
tribution, or use of hydrogen fuel. And impor-
tantly, the cash prizes would only go to indi-
viduals who produce breakthrough results in
these categories, spurring competition and in-
novation into much needed technology.

Solution to our energy crisis can be found in
our backyard. Hydrogen can be produced here
on American soil. Companies such as UTC
Power and Fuel Cell Energy in my district in
Connecticut produce hydrogen fuel cells which
are a clean, reliable form of energy. Tech-
nology such as this can relieve us from our
dependence on foreign nations for our energy
and create a much healthier alternative for our
environment.

Mr. Speaker, | urge my colleagues to join
me today in advancing science and supporting
H.R. 632. It's time for us to take leadership
and commit to the safety and health of our na-
tion by inspiring our nation’s brightest to make
hydrogen technology a reality.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SALAZAR). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. LIPINSKI) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R.
632, as amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this question will be
postponed.

———

SECURELY PROTECT YOURSELF
AGAINST CYBER TRESPASS ACT

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 964) to protect users of the Inter-
net from unknowing transmission of
their personally identifiable informa-
tion through spyware programs, and
for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 964

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Securely
Protect Yourself Against Cyber Trespass
Act” or the “Spy Act”.
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SEC. 2. PROHIBITION OF UNFAIR OR DECEPTIVE
ACTS OR PRACTICES RELATING TO
SPYWARE.

(a) PROHIBITION.—It is unlawful for any
person, who is not the owner or authorized
user of a protected computer, to engage in
unfair or deceptive acts or practices that in-
volve any of the following conduct with re-
spect to the protected computer:

(1) Taking control of the computer by—

(A) utilizing such computer to send unso-
licited information or material from the
computer to others;

(B) diverting the Internet browser of the
computer, or similar program of the com-
puter used to access and navigate the Inter-
net—

(i) without authorization of the owner or
authorized user of the computer; and

(ii) away from the site the user intended to
view, to one or more other Web pages, such
that the user is prevented from viewing the
content at the intended Web page, unless
such diverting is otherwise authorized;

(C) accessing, hijacking, or otherwise using
the modem, or Internet connection or serv-
ice, for the computer and thereby causing
damage to the computer or causing the
owner or authorized user or a third party de-
frauded by such conduct to incur charges or
other costs for a service that is not author-
ized by such owner or authorized user;

(D) using the computer as part of an activ-
ity performed by a group of computers that
causes damage to another computer; or

(E) delivering advertisements or a series of
advertisements that a user of the computer
cannot close or terminate without undue ef-
fort or knowledge by the user or without
turning off the computer or closing all ses-
sions of the Internet browser for the com-
puter.

(2) Modifying settings related to use of the
computer or to the computer’s access to or
use of the Internet by altering—

(A) the Web page that appears when the
owner or authorized user launches an Inter-
net browser or similar program used to ac-
cess and navigate the Internet;

(B) the default provider used to access or
search the Internet, or other existing Inter-
net connections settings;

(C) a list of bookmarks used by the com-
puter to access Web pages; or

(D) security or other settings of the com-
puter that protect information about the
owner or authorized user for the purposes of
causing damage or harm to the computer or
owner or user.

(3) Collecting personally identifiable infor-
mation through the use of a keystroke log-
ging function.

(4) Inducing the owner or authorized user
of the computer to disclose personally iden-
tifiable information by means of a Web page
that—

(A) is substantially similar to a Web page
established or provided by another person;
and

(B) misleads the owner or authorized user
that such Web page is provided by such other
person.

(5) Inducing the owner or authorized user
to install a component of computer software
onto the computer, or preventing reasonable
efforts to block the installation or execution
of, or to disable, a component of computer
software by—

(A) presenting the owner or authorized
user with an option to decline installation of
such a component such that, when the option
is selected by the owner or authorized user
or when the owner or authorized user reason-
ably attempts to decline the installation, the
installation nevertheless proceeds; or
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(B) causing such a component that the
owner or authorized user has properly re-
moved or disabled to automatically reinstall
or reactivate on the computer.

(6) Misrepresenting that installing a sepa-
rate component of computer software or pro-
viding log-in and password information is
necessary for security or privacy reasons, or
that installing a separate component of com-
puter software is necessary to open, view, or
play a particular type of content.

(7) Inducing the owner or authorized user
to install or execute computer software by
misrepresenting the identity or authority of
the person or entity providing the computer
software to the owner or user.

(8) Inducing the owner or authorized user
to provide personally identifiable, password,
or account information to another person—

(A) by misrepresenting the identity of the
person seeking the information; or

(B) without the authority of the intended
recipient of the information.

(9) Removing, disabling, or rendering inop-
erative a security, anti-spyware, or anti-
virus technology installed on the computer.

(10) Installing or executing on the com-
puter one or more additional components of
computer software with the intent of causing
a person to use such components in a way
that violates any other provision of this sec-
tion.

(b) GUIDANCE.—The Commission shall issue
guidance regarding compliance with and vio-
lations of this section. This subsection shall
take effect upon the date of the enactment of
this Act.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Except as provided in
subsection (b), this section shall take effect
upon the expiration of the 6-month period
that begins on the date of the enactment of
this Act.

SEC. 3. PROHIBITION OF COLLECTION OF CER-
TAIN INFORMATION WITHOUT NO-
TICE AND CONSENT.

(a) OPT-IN REQUIREMENT.—Except as pro-
vided in subsection (e), it is unlawful for any
person—

(1) to transmit to a protected computer,
which is not owned by such person and for
which such person is not an authorized user,
any information collection program, un-
less—

(A) such information collection program
provides notice in accordance with sub-
section (c) before downloading or installing
any of the information collection program;
and

(B) such information collection program
includes the functions required under sub-
section (d); or

(2) to execute any information collection
program installed on such a protected com-
puter unless—

(A) before execution of any of the informa-
tion collection functions of the program, the
owner or an authorized user of the protected
computer has consented to such execution
pursuant to notice in accordance with sub-
section (¢); and

(B) such information collection program
includes the functions required under sub-
section (d).

(b) INFORMATION COLLECTION PROGRAM.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the term ‘‘information collection pro-
gram’ means computer software that per-
forms either of the following functions:

(A) COLLECTION OF PERSONALLY IDENTIFI-
ABLE INFORMATION.—The computer soft-
ware—

(i) collects personally identifiable informa-
tion; and

(ii)(I) sends such information to a person
other than the owner or authorized user of
the computer, or
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(IT) uses such information to deliver adver-
tising to, or display advertising on, the com-
puter.

(B) COLLECTION OF INFORMATION REGARDING
INTERNET ACTIVITY TO DELIVER ADVER-
TISING.—The computer software—

(i) collects information regarding the
user’s Internet activity using the computer;
and

(ii) uses such information to deliver adver-
tising to, or display advertising on, the com-
puter.

(2) EXCEPTION FOR SOFTWARE COLLECTING
INFORMATION REGARDING INTERNET ACTIVITY
WITHIN A PARTICULAR WEB SITE.—Computer
software that otherwise would be considered
an information collection program by reason
of paragraph (1)(B) shall not be considered
such a program if—

(A) the only information collected by the
software regarding the user’s internet activ-
ity, and used to deliver advertising to, or dis-
play advertising on, the protected computer,
is—

(i) information regarding Web pages within
a particular Web site; or

(ii) in the case of any Internet-based search
function, user-supplied search terms nec-
essary to complete the search and return re-
sults to the user;

(B) such information collected is not sent
to a person other than—

(i) the provider of the Web site accessed or
Internet-based search function; or

(ii) a party authorized to facilitate the dis-
play or functionality of Web pages within
the Web site accessed; and

(C) the only advertising delivered to or dis-
played on the computer using such informa-
tion is advertising on Web pages within that
particular Web site.

(c) NOTICE AND CONSENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notice in accordance with
this subsection with respect to an informa-
tion collection program is clear and con-
spicuous notice in plain language, set forth
as the Commission shall provide, that meets
all of the following requirements:

(A) The notice clearly distinguishes a
statement required under subparagraph (B)
from any other information visually pre-
sented contemporaneously on the computer.

(B) The notice contains one of the fol-
lowing statements, as applicable, or a sub-
stantially similar statement:

(i) With respect to an information collec-
tion program described in subsection
(M)(1)(A): “This program will collect and
transmit information about you. Do you ac-
cept?”’.

(ii) With respect to an information collec-
tion program described in subsection
(b)(1)(B): “This program will collect informa-
tion about Web pages you access and will use
that information to display advertising on
your computer. Do you accept?”’.

(iii) With respect to an information collec-
tion program that performs the actions de-
scribed in both subparagraphs (A) and (B) of
subsection (b)(1): ‘“This program will collect
and transmit information about you and will
collect information about Web pages you ac-
cess and use that information to display ad-
vertising on your computer. Do you ac-
cept?”.

(C) The notice provides for the user—

(i) to grant or deny consent referred to in
subsection (a) by selecting an option to
grant or deny such consent; and

(ii) to abandon or cancel the transmission
or execution referred to in subsection (a)
without granting or denying such consent.

(D) The notice provides an option for the
user to select to display on the computer, be-
fore granting or denying consent using the
option required under subparagraph (C), a
clear description of—
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(i) the types of information to be collected
and sent (if any) by the information collec-
tion program;

(ii) the purpose for which such information
is to be collected and sent; and

(iii) in the case of an information collec-
tion program that first executes any of the
information collection functions of the pro-
gram together with the first execution of
other computer software, the identity of any
such software that is an information collec-
tion program.

(E) The notice provides for concurrent dis-
play of the information required under sub-
paragraphs (B) and (C) and the option re-
quired under subparagraph (D) until the
user—

(i) grants or denies consent using the op-
tion required under subparagraph (C)(i);

(ii) abandons or cancels the transmission
or execution pursuant to subparagraph
(C)(i1); or

(iii) selects the option required under sub-
paragraph (D).

(2) SINGLE NOTICE.—The Commission shall
provide that, in the case in which multiple
information collection programs are pro-
vided to the protected computer together, or
as part of a suite of functionally related soft-
ware, the notice requirements of paragraphs
(1)(A) and (2)(A) of subsection (a) may be met
by providing, before execution of any of the
information collection functions of the pro-
grams, clear and conspicuous notice in plain
language in accordance with paragraph (1) of
this subsection by means of a single notice
that applies to all such information collec-
tion programs, except that such notice shall
provide the option under subparagraph (D) of
paragraph (1) of this subsection with respect
to each such information collection pro-
gram.

(3) CHANGE IN INFORMATION COLLECTION.—If
an owner or authorized user has granted con-
sent to execution of an information collec-
tion program pursuant to a notice in accord-
ance with this subsection:

(A) IN GENERAL.—No subsequent such no-
tice is required, except as provided in sub-
paragraph (B).

(B) SUBSEQUENT NOTICE.—The person who
transmitted the program shall provide an-
other notice in accordance with this sub-
section and obtain consent before such pro-
gram may be used to collect or send informa-
tion of a type or for a purpose that is materi-
ally different from, and outside the scope of,
the type or purpose set forth in the initial or
any previous notice.

(4) REGULATIONS.—The Commission shall
issue regulations to carry out this sub-
section.

(d) REQUIRED FUNCTIONS.—The functions
required under this subsection to be included
in an information collection program that
executes any information collection func-
tions with respect to a protected computer
are as follows:

(1) DISABLING FUNCTION.—With respect to
any information collection program, a func-
tion of the program that allows a user of the
program to remove the program or disable
operation of the program with respect to
such protected computer by a function
that—

(A) is easily identifiable to a user of the
computer; and

(B) can be performed without undue effort
or knowledge by the user of the protected
computer.

(2) IDENTITY FUNCTION.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—With respect only to an
information collection program that uses in-
formation collected in the manner described
in subparagraph (A)(ii)(II) or (B)(ii) of sub-
section (b)(1) and subject to subparagraph (B)
of this paragraph, a function of the program
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that provides that each display of an adver-
tisement directed or displayed using such in-
formation, when the owner or authorized
user is accessing a Web page or online loca-
tion other than of the provider of the com-
puter software, is accompanied by the name
of the information collection program, a
logogram or trademark used for the exclu-
sive purpose of identifying the program, or a
statement or other information sufficient to
clearly identify the program.

(B) EXEMPTION FOR EMBEDDED ADVERTISE-
MENTS.—The Commission shall, by regula-
tion, exempt from the applicability of sub-
paragraph (A) the embedded display of any
advertisement on a Web page that contem-
poraneously displays other information.

(3) RULEMAKING.—The Commission may
issue regulations to carry out this sub-
section.

(e) LIMITATION ON LIABILITY.—A tele-
communications carrier, a provider of infor-
mation service or interactive computer serv-
ice, a cable operator, or a provider of trans-
mission capability shall not be liable under
this section to the extent that the carrier,
operator, or provider—

(1) transmits, routes, hosts, stores, or pro-
vides connections for an information collec-
tion program through a system or network
controlled or operated by or for the carrier,
operator, or provider; or

(2) provides an information location tool,
such as a directory, index, reference, pointer,
or hypertext link, through which the owner
or user of a protected computer locates an
information collection program.

(f) STUDY AND ADDITIONAL EXEMPTION.—

(1) STUDY AND REPORT.—The Commission
shall conduct a study to determine the appli-
cability of the information collection prohi-
bitions of this section to information that is
input directly by users in a field provided on
a website. The study shall examine—

(A) the nature of such fields for user input;

(B) the use of a user’s information once
input and whether such information is sent
to a person other than the provider of the
Web site;

(C) whether such information is used to de-
liver advertisements to the user’s computer;
and

(D) the extent of any notice provided to
the user prior to such input.

(2) REPORT.—The Commission shall trans-
mit a report on such study to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce of the House of
Representatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the
Senate not later than the expiration of the 6-
month period that begins on the date on
which final regulations are issued under sec-
tion 9. The requirements of subchapter I of
chapter 35 of title 44, United States Code,
shall not apply to the report required under
this subsection.

(3) REGULATION.—If the Commission finds
that users have adequate notice regarding
the uses of any information input directly by
the user in a field provided on a website,
such that an exemption from the require-
ments of this section, or a modification of
the notice required by this section is appro-
priate for such information, and that such an
exemption or modification is consistent with
the public interest, the protection of con-
sumers, and the purposes of this Act, the
Commission may prescribe such an exemp-
tion or modification by regulation.

SEC. 4. ENFORCEMENT.

(a) UNFAIR OR DECEPTIVE ACT OR PRAC-
TICE.—This Act shall be enforced by the
Commission under the Federal Trade Com-
mission Act (15 U.S.C. 41 et seq.). A violation
of any provision of this Act or of a regula-
tion issued under this Act shall be treated as
an unfair or deceptive act or practice vio-
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lating a rule promulgated under section 18 of
the Federal Trade Commission Act (156 U.S.C.
57a).

(b) PENALTY FOR PATTERN OR PRACTICE VIO-
LATIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-
section (a) and the Federal Trade Commis-
sion Act, in the case of a person who engages
in a pattern or practice that violates section
2 or 3, the Commission may, in its discretion,
seek a civil penalty for such pattern or prac-
tice of violations in an amount, as deter-
mined by the Commission, of not more
than—

(A) $3,000,000 for each violation of section 2;
and

(B) $1,000,000 for each violation of section 3.

(2) TREATMENT OF SINGLE ACTION OR CON-
DUCT.—In applying paragraph (1)—

(A) any single action or conduct that vio-
lates section 2 or 3 with respect to multiple
protected computers shall be treated as a
single violation; and

(B) any single action or conduct that vio-
lates more than one paragraph of section 2(a)
shall be considered multiple violations,
based on the number of such paragraphs vio-
lated.

(c) REQUIRED SCIENTER.—Civil penalties
sought under this section for any action may
not be granted by the Commission or any
court unless the Commission or court, re-
spectively, establishes that the action was
committed with actual knowledge or knowl-
edge fairly implied on the basis of objective
circumstances that such act is unfair or de-
ceptive or violates this Act.

(d) FACTORS IN AMOUNT OF PENALTY.—In
determining the amount of any penalty pur-
suant to subsection (a) or (b), the court shall
take into account the degree of culpability,
any history of prior such conduct, ability to
pay, effect on ability to continue to do busi-
ness, and such other matters as justice may
require.

(e) EXCLUSIVENESS OF REMEDIES.—The rem-
edies in this section (and other remedies
available to the Commission in an enforce-
ment action against unfair and deceptive
acts and practices) are the exclusive rem-
edies for violations of this Act.

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—To the extent only
that this section applies to violations of sec-
tion 2(a), this section shall take effect upon
the expiration of the 6-month period that be-
gins on the date of the enactment of this
Act.

SEC. 5. LIMITATIONS.

(a) LAW ENFORCEMENT AUTHORITY.—Sec-
tions 2 and 3 shall not apply to—

(1) any act taken by a law enforcement
agent in the performance of official duties;
or

(2) the transmission or execution of an in-
formation collection program in compliance
with a law enforcement, investigatory, na-
tional security, or regulatory agency or de-
partment of the United States or any State
in response to a request or demand made
under authority granted to that agency or
department, including a warrant issued
under the Federal Rules of Criminal Proce-
dure, an equivalent State warrant, a court
order, or other lawful process.

(b) EXCEPTION RELATING TO SECURITY.—
Nothing in this Act shall apply to—

(1) any monitoring of, or interaction with,
a protected computer—

(A) in connection with the provision of a
network access service or other service or
product with respect to which the user of the
protected computer is an actual or prospec-
tive customer, subscriber, registered user, or
account holder;

(B) by the provider of that service or prod-
uct or with such provider’s authorization;
and
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(C) that involves or enables the collection
of information about the user’s activities
only with respect to the user’s relationship
with or use of such service or product,

to the extent that such monitoring or inter-
action is for the purpose of network security,
computer security, diagnostics, technical
support or repair, network management, au-
thorized updates of software, or for the de-
tection or prevention of fraudulent activi-
ties; or

(2) a discrete interaction with a protected
computer by a provider of computer software
solely to determine whether the user of the
computer is authorized to use such software,
that occurs upon—

(A) initialization of the software; or

(B) an affirmative request by the owner or
authorized user for an update of, addition to,
or technical service for, the software.

(c) GOOD SAMARITAN PROTECTION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—No provider of computer
software or of interactive computer service
may be held liable under this Act on account
of any action voluntarily taken, or service
provided, in good faith to remove or disable
a program used to violate section 2 or 3 that
is installed on a computer of a customer of
such provider, if such provider notifies the
customer and obtains the consent of the cus-
tomer before undertaking such action or pro-
viding such service.

(2) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this sub-
section shall be construed to limit the liabil-
ity of a provider of computer software or of
an interactive computer service for any anti-
competitive act otherwise prohibited by law.

(d) LIMITATION ON LIABILITY.—A manufac-
turer or retailer of computer equipment
shall not be liable under this Act to the ex-
tent that the manufacturer or retailer is pro-
viding third party branded computer soft-
ware that is installed on the equipment the
manufacturer or retailer is manufacturing or
selling.

(e) SERVICES PROVIDED BY CABLE OPERA-
TORS AND SATELLITE CARRIERS.—It shall not
be a violation of section 3 for a satellite car-
rier (as such term is defined in section 338(k)
of the Communications Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C.
338(k)) or cable operator (as such term is de-
fined in section 631(a)(2) of such Act (47
U.S.C. 551(a)(2))) to—

(1) utilize a navigation device (as such
term is defined in the rules of the Federal
Communications Commission);

(2) interact with such a navigation device;
or

(3) transmit software to or execute soft-
ware installed on such a navigation device to
provide service or collect or disclose sub-
scriber information,
if the provision of such service, the utiliza-
tion of or the interaction with such device,
or the collection of or disclosure of such in-
formation, is subject to section 338(i) or sec-
tion 631 of the Communications Act of 1934.
SEC. 6. EFFECT ON OTHER LAWS.

(a) PREEMPTION OF STATE LAW.—

(1) PREEMPTION OF SPYWARE LAWS.—This
Act supersedes any provision of a statute,
regulation, or rule of a State or political
subdivision of a State that expressly regu-
lates—

(A) unfair or deceptive conduct with re-
spect to computers similar to that described
in section 2(a);

(B) the transmission or execution of a com-
puter program similar to that described in
section 3; or

(C) the use of computer software that dis-
plays advertising content based on the Web
pages accessed using a computer.

(2) ADDITIONAL PREEMPTION.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—No person other than the
Attorney General of a State may bring a
civil action under the law of any State if
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such action is premised in whole or in part
upon the defendant violating any provision
of this Act.

(B) PROTECTION OF CONSUMER PROTECTION
LAWS.—This paragraph shall not be con-
strued to limit the enforcement of any State
consumer protection law by an Attorney
General of a State.

(3) PROTECTION OF CERTAIN STATE LAWS.—
This Act shall not be construed to preempt
the applicability of—

(A) State trespass, contract, or tort law; or

(B) other State laws to the extent that
those laws relate to acts of fraud.

(4) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The preemption pro-
vided for under this subsection shall take ef-
fect, with respect to specific provisions of
this Act, on the effective date for such provi-
sions.

(b) PRESERVATION OF FTC AUTHORITY.—
Nothing in this Act may be construed in any
way to limit or affect the Commission’s au-
thority under any other provision of law, in-
cluding the authority to issue advisory opin-
ions (under part 1 of volume 16 of the Code of
Federal Regulations), policy statements, or
guidance regarding this Act.

SEC. 7. FTC REPORT ON COOKIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than the expira-
tion of the 6-month period that begins on the
date on which final regulations are issued
under section 9, the Commission shall sub-
mit a report to the Congress regarding the
use of cookies in the delivery or display of
advertising to the owners and users of com-
puters. The report shall examine the extent
to which cookies are or may be used to
transmit to a third party personally identifi-
able information of a computer owner or
user, information regarding Web pages
accessed by the owner or user, or informa-
tion regarding advertisements previously de-
livered to a computer, for the purpose of—

(1) delivering or displaying advertising to
the owner or user; or

(2) assisting the intended recipient to de-

liver or display advertising to the owner,
user, or others.
The report shall examine and describe the
methods by which cookies and the Web sites
that place them on computers function sepa-
rately and together, and shall compare the
use of cookies with the use of information
collection programs (as such term is defined
in section 3) to determine the extent to
which such uses are similar or different. The
report may include such recommendations as
the Commission considers necessary and ap-
propriate, including treatment of cookies
under this Act or other laws.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall
take effect on the date of the enactment of
this Act.

(c) PAPERWORK REDUCTION REQUIRE-
MENTS.—The requirements of subchapter I of
chapter 35 of title 44, United States Code,
shall not apply to the report required under
this section.

SEC. 8. FTC REPORT ON INFORMATION COLLEC-
TION PROGRAMS INSTALLED BE-
FORE EFFECTIVE DATE.

Not later than the expiration of the 6-
month period that begins on the date on
which final regulations are issued under sec-
tion 9, the Commission shall submit a report
to the Congress on the extent to which there
are installed on protected computers infor-
mation collection programs that, but for in-
stallation prior to the effective date under
section 11(a), would be subject to the require-
ments of section 3. The report shall include
recommendations regarding the means of af-
fording computer users affected by such in-
formation collection programs the protec-
tions of section 3, including recommenda-
tions regarding requiring a one-time notice
and consent by the owner or authorized user
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of a computer to the continued collection of
information by such a program so installed
on the computer. The requirements of sub-
chapter I of chapter 35 of title 44, United
States Code, shall not apply to the report re-
quired under this section.

SEC. 9. REGULATIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Commission shall
issue the regulations required by this Act
not later than the expiration of the 9-month
period beginning on the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. In exercising its authority
to issue any regulation under this Act, the
Commission shall determine that the regula-
tion is consistent with the public interest
and the purposes of this Act. Any regulations
issued pursuant to this Act shall be issued in
accordance with section 553 of title 5, United
States Code.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall
take effect on the date of the enactment of
this Act.

SEC. 10. DEFINITIONS.

For purposes of this Act:

(1) CABLE OPERATOR.—The term ‘‘cable op-
erator’” has the meaning given such term in
section 602 of the Communications Act of
1934 (47 U.S.C. 522).

(2) COLLECT.—The term ‘‘collect’’, when
used with respect to information and for pur-
poses only of section 3(b)(1)(A), does not in-
clude obtaining of the information by a
party who is intended by the owner or au-
thorized user of a protected computer to re-
ceive the information or by a third party au-
thorized by such intended recipient to re-
ceive the information, pursuant to the owner
or authorized user—

(A) transferring the information to such
intended recipient using the protected com-
puter; or

(B) storing the information on the pro-
tected computer in a manner so that it is ac-
cessible by such intended recipient.

(3) COMPUTER; PROTECTED COMPUTER.—The
terms ‘‘computer’” and ‘‘protected com-
puter’” have the meanings given such terms
in section 1030(e) of title 18, United States
Code.

(4) COMPUTER SOFTWARE.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
subparagraph (B), the term ‘‘computer soft-
ware’’ means a set of statements or instruc-
tions that can be installed and executed on a
computer for the purpose of bringing about a
certain result.

(B) EXCEPTIONS.—Such term does not in-
clude—

(i) computer software that is placed on the
computer system of a user by an Internet
service provider, interactive computer serv-
ice, or Internet Web site solely to enable the
user subsequently to use such provider or
service or to access such Web site;

(ii) a cookie; or

(iii) any other type of text or data file that
solely may be read or transferred by a com-
puter.

(5) COMMISSION.—The term ‘‘Commission”
means the Federal Trade Commission.

(6) DAMAGE.—The term ‘‘damage’ has the
meaning given such term in section 1030(e) of
title 18, United States Code.

(7) UNFAIR OR DECEPTIVE ACTS OR PRAC-
TICES.—The term ‘‘unfair or deceptive acts or
practices’” has the meaning applicable to
such term for purposes of section 5 of the
Federal Trade Commission Act (156 U.S.C. 45).

(8) DISABLE.—The term ‘‘disable’” means,
with respect to an information collection
program, to permanently prevent such pro-
gram from executing any of the functions de-
scribed in section 3(b)(1) that such program
is otherwise capable of executing (including
by removing, deleting, or disabling the pro-
gram), unless the owner or operator of a pro-
tected computer takes a subsequent affirma-
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tive action to enable the execution of such
functions.

(9) INFORMATION COLLECTION FUNCTIONS.—
The term ‘‘information collection functions”
means, with respect to an information col-
lection program, the functions of the pro-
gram described in subsection (b)(1) of section
3.

(10) INFORMATION SERVICE.—The term ‘‘in-
formation service’”” has the meaning given
such term in section 3 of the Communica-
tions Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 153).

(11) INTERACTIVE COMPUTER SERVICE.—The
term ‘‘interactive computer service’ has the
meaning given such term in section 230(f) of
the Communications Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C.
230(1)).

(12) INTERNET.—The ter